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Current Topics. 


The Law Society Centenary. 

THE CENTENARY celebrations of the 
opened on Tuesday, when the annual general meeting 
held at The Law Society’s Hall. There was a large gathering 
of members present, and they were well rewarded with ar 
able and instructive presidential address delivercd by M1 
Hersert Gipson (London). ‘This address, a 
report of which appears in our Law Society Centenary Suppl 
ment published with this number of Tue Soticrrors’ JouRNAL, 
is a model of what addresses ought to be on i 
is this is in the history of The 
with pride the history and past ac hievements 


Society's present act 


Law society were 


verbatim 


such Ooccas]o] 
Law Soc lety. It review 
of the Society 
it gives a clear account of the itic 
— : : 
and it confidently foreshadows the continuance 
the ¢ xpansion, of the Society’s services in the 
Tuesday evening the President, Vice-President and Council 


of the Societ y gave a rece ption whi h was att nded by the 


1\ 
ind even 


future. On 


Lord Chancellor, His Majesty’s Judges, and other distinguished 


members of the Bar. The programme of celebrations 

include d a ball on Wednesd iV night, a banqu t on Thursday 

at the Guildhall, at which the Duke of York was pre t 
I 


smoking concert for articled cle 


} 
also 


and a supper and ks and 
students on Friday. 

One result of these centen iry celebrations 
be to bring more prominently before the public the history 
of this great institution—The Law ; This history 
discloses a record of work done and of which The Law 8 
may well be proud; it 1 veals a list of public 
obtrusively rendered and for which the English public 
feel extremely grateful. 


will, no doubt, 
pociety. 
ocietyv 
services un 
hould 


A New Sanction. 

Tue case of Lord Bradbury v. The Bakers (if we may be 
allowed to give the appropriate legal colouring to the present 
controversy between the Food Commission and a baker’: 
association), is not without considerable interest and indirect 
importance to the legal profession, When the Government 
has in the past decided to put a stop to some undesirabl 
practice such as profiteering, it has proceeded to act in thi 
orthodox manner by enacting a law, by issuing an Order 
in Council, or by empowering some body or official to issue 
an order, forbidding the particular practice ; and it has provided 


in the war period 
measures which 
The 
not to ask Parliament to delegate 
ion results 
Kood Commission 


We need go no further back for examples thi 
and the 


were sO unpopu 


profitecri measure 
lar in certain quarters at that time. 
lecision of the Govern 
tiny of its legislative powers to the Food Commi 
in the trial of a new experiment. Th 

dered opinion with a 


issues a general ent of its cor 

view to the adoption of such tatement by those whom it 
iffects as a rule of conduct respecting the matter in question. 
The statement has no legal force : but as h is appeared alre ady, 
it carries the necessary weight in practice to ensure its being 


ber of those concerned, and 
; anyone affected by it. 
od Commission’s statement 


tion 


observed by a considerable num 
ts not being 
The only sal 11 

that of public opinion The que 
the legal profession in considering this new e 


which concerns 

say in 
re statement of what is 
like ly to take the 
of the land ? 


government is this: how far is a me 
ust, made by a body appr inted ad hoc 
part of the lay 


. 


place of Justice administered 


Auctioneer and Warranty of Title. 


WHETHER OR NOT an auction vill | L purchaser 
xr breach of wart y ol { to 1 ood 1, must to a 
rge extent depend uj the ter! nd conditions of the 
le, and on the nature of ney of t iuctioneer. Thus 
n auctioneer, whi ld goods on behalf of an undiscl ed or 
innamed princi ] d, i t ( ol « r matters 
ich would tend to prove t contrary, be regarded as 


} 


mpliedly warranting the title to the good nee the purchaser 


1 entering Into the ¢ tract would pi d fac look to the 
iuctioneer and to lium alone But n auctioneer 1s 
cting as an agent for a disclosed but unnamed principal, 


ind is in fact comtra le absence 


of ( } 
f ev dence to the cor y, ho ich War! ny will be implied. 


In such a ¢€a { ty, wl i the auctioneer would 
npliedly give, would be a yarns nty of iuthority, and a 
varrant that li l of any defect in lus principal’s 

le. A recent « 1 these principles of law were 
pplied is the « Rent v. Ca hell, Parker & Co., Ltd . 


l \ ] 

11 T.L.R. 662. In that case auctioneers, who were acting 

f of an unnamed principal, sold a car to the 

plaintiff, which the ¢ nt instructing them had in fact no 

right or title to sell. In an action brought by the plaintiff 
2 


us age nls on by | 
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against the defendants, the auctioneers, for damages for breac!] | ecute, or unl the accused has 


of warranty of title, Mr. Justice SALTER, in delivering tl 
judgme nt of the Divisional Court, held that the au 
nty had 


warranty could b 


were not liable, inasmuch as no such express warra 


fact 


been given by them. and no such 


Implied law, the auctiones having in fact contracted a 
gent \ court pointed out, the agent, being an agent 
contract i made the authorised contract betwee 
principal nd tl other party, made also a contract « ( 
account with the other party—-he warranted h it t If 
he were an agent for sale, he also warranted that he knew of n 
defect in his principal’s title, but the latter contract 
entirely independent of the contract of ile. To that tra 
(of sale) th suctioneer who lda pecin chatte is anagent, 
not a party 
Limitations to the Principle in the Russell Case. 

Two important qualifications of the principle laid dow: 
Russell v. Russell, 1924 A.C. 687, are to be found in two d 
sions of Swirt, J., delivered during tl past lega 
Holland v. Holland, 41 L.T.R. 431, and Warrer Was 
11 L.T.R. 599 

The principle laid down in tl Russell case was that dene 
of non tercourse after marriage to bastardise a « d | 
in wedlock, may not be given by a husband or wife, ever ! 
proceed nstituted in consequence of adultery 

Now in Molland Holland, Mr. Justice Swirr admitted 
such evidence in a case, where the child, whom t! d Ol 
of such den night have tended to bastard ‘ 
born, f llowing in ti respect al earlier decisior of M ] tie 
Horripge | en on the 2ist January, 1925, and 1 ted 
in Th Time which the learned judg held tha 
evide ct \\ dn ible, Where the wife had a dnl ir! if 
after some four months’ pregnancy The principle to b 


gathered from these case therefore is that, inasmus t! 
object of rejecting such evidence is to prevent a child 
alive in wedlock (which therefore enjoys civil rigl al 


insferring rights to 


bow bostardised, there is no reason for re jecting suc! 


whet ts admission cannot possibly have any such « 


(as e.g., Where there is a misearriage or where the « | 
*,! } 


Wa 


rren v Warren. supra, howe Ver ralis¢ quit 


pulnt. The the husband wa attempt ny to tf on 
cont by the wife. which obviously tended to ba rd 
child born in wedlock, the conf m being in the te! 
“The trouble 1 [I am pregnant by nother man Mr 
Justice Swirr admitted the evidence, on the ground t t 
husband was not attempting thereby to prov ! Le 
or! ul but was merely rel ron the ¢ 

of id ilt alo ind not on the furt ite! ly 

wife a to her belief that the petitioner was not t father 
of her child As Mr. Justice Swirr | d ou the 


acct f the husband was not disputed the wif ] 
belief and r allegation that the child W not ( dl 
of her husband, were quite Immaterial 

The ~ inci pl in the Russell Case is therefore eat 
to a large extent by the ibove exe pt Oo! and 1 ful 
purpose appears at present to be served by it, especially 
in view of the fact that evidence of non-access by thi ons 
is adm ible and we think we hould be endorsing the opinior 
of the prol lon and ot the publi il ke th it thy ‘ er Tf 
rule | \ cpt away, the better 


Vexatious Indictments Act—a Practical Point. 
PRACTITIONERS interested in criminal law should make a not 
of the Court of Criminal Appeal 
in R. v. Lewis Morgan, 1925, 1 K.B. 752. 
Under the Vexatious Indictments Act. an indictment 
for certain offences cannot b presented to ot f rund by 
by en bo 


1! portant deci ions of the 


vrand iuryvy untiess the pre 


third pers fror 


( ymmitted to 
d d ( t d . r ha b en bound by ree 


been 
ognizance 
eferred against him for 
with the 


MorGAN 


S pr ferred 


tlio! ed case, 


dt ( r Ipo! L chare of conspiracy 
nO I delraud a « ipany by obtaining 
| wood Att \ 7 true bill was found 


indictment 


W I (i ord d to remain on the 
| fi \ | f dag t MorGAN, 
| d ing money from the 
| H tried and convicted 
lo ! atot ( irt of Criminal Appeal 
\ Indictments Act had not 
| bh ‘ | { ( ving been obtained to prefer 

t ‘ dd counts to the original indict- 

of obtainit company by false pretences 

W | dled ¢ I sed in Lepositior Now, in 

R.v. Mosly, W241, 2, K.B. 187, the Court of Criminal Appeal 

held t t< t Vexatiou indictments 

Act might be added to the indictment, without the leave of the 

court | founded on faets disclosed on 

the deposition ("; nal Law Amendment Act, 1867,s. 1; 

Req Clarke, 18 9 J.P. 248; | in I. v. Lewis Morgan, 

the co refused » to t | f maintaming that a 

fresh ndicts nit ‘ red. without t he leave of the 

court ’ t 





The Powers of a Government. 
| THe cor | 


RRESPO n The Times as to the utilisation 


of pr te orgar for t distribution of food and the 
ipp &e., has touched little, if at all, 
ey” : rency P Act, 1920 (ce. 55). 


unists strongly 


obj ents do to the Trade Disputes 
| Act | D.O.R.A.” on her throne again 
R Pro« tion declar that a state of emergency 

x Nod ) | inder it enabling any 
Cro ( ‘ rany ll dividual or group 
of individ rp t imed, which include 
l na | and distribution of food, 

wate! do cessities, for maintaining the 
ns of trar y 0 nd for any other purposes 


of the community.” 
cure to the public 


the el tary ’ of life would fail in its purpose, 
" 1 


nd ju nad } might certainly have to 
D lo a | services were In peril. 
In ord yf t do not have to trouble 
Ly d ood « upply of light and water 


is¢ nably ensure 
ral right to object 
f a universal 
might 


by « could be conceived, there 


perhay be at ) que tion ral ed as to whether the 
Gy ! ht to co ndeer their property, 
ls, power-stations, food in warehouses, 


ny such question would 
be that the G t whicl feguarded private property 
could not allow t r own organisation to be used to frustrate 
their primary purp oF ensuring the good of the community 


i can accept the service 


of a l co ) wi} ) certain cases Is empowered to 
it fere with t berty of t subject, can surely accept 
volunteers for 1 performance of the ordinary duties of 


private citizens. Whether the Government is politically or 





morally right in encouraging private bodies having the 
appearance ol class organisations to relieve it of some of its 


respon 1b t Is, however, 


in Oo} nq lestion 
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The Supreme Court of Judicature 
(Consolidation) Act, 1925. 


One thousand nine hundred andtwenty-five will undoubtedly be 
regarded as a red letter year in the annals of our law, onaccount 
of the enormous amount of new legislation, which Parliament, 
in its wisdom, has thought fit to inflict onan already harassed 
profession. In addition to the new Property Statutes, the 
practitioner will have to cope with several other important 
tatutes, such as the Administration of Justice Act, 1925, 
the Guardianship of Infants Act, the Public Health Act, and 
the Supreme Court of Judicature (Consolidation) Act. 

The Supreme Court of Judicature (Consolidation) Act, 
1925, with which we intend to deal briefly in these columns, 
will come into operation on the Ist January, 1926 (tb. s. 227 
(2)). This Act has been passed with the object of consolidat 
ing the various statutes relating to the administration of 

As the Attorney-General pointed out in the House 
of Commons: ‘‘ The Statutes relating to the Administration 
of Justice in the English Court of Judicature are spread over 
a series of years, beginning as far back as Edward III's 


justice. 


reign, and coming down to the present year, and for a long 
time past there has been an increasing demand among those 
who practice in the courts to have the Statutes consolidated. 
Of course, that involves no alteration in the law, but you would 
have it in one statute, so that your law may be more easily 
and more certainly ascertained. There are, it appears, from 
the schedule to the Bill, no fewer than 105 Statutes, which 
In future, if this become 

Happily this is now the 


at present have to be consulted. 
law, they will all be in one statute.” 
case, , 

The Act consists of 227 sections and six schedules, and is 
divided into ten parts. 

Part I deals with the constitution of the Supreme Court, 
the Supreme Court consisting of the High Court of Justice and 
the Court of Appeal, the High Court being divided into the 
( hancery, King’s Bench, and Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 
Divisions. ‘ 

Attention should be drawn to s. 5, whereby power is given 
to alter the number of divisions and judges of the High Court 
by Order in Council, and also to s. 17, which empowers a 
judge to act in cases relating to rates and taxes notwithstanding 
that he may be affected by the judgment, personally, in the 
capacity of ratepayer or taxpayer. 

Part II of the Act deals with Jurisdiction and Law. No 
express mention is apparently made of the bankruptcy jurisdic 
tion of the High Court. By the Judicature Act of 1873 the 
jurisdiction of the London Court of Bankruptcy was to be vested 
in the High Court, but this jurisdiction was withdrawn by s. 9 of 
the Judicature Act, 1875. By the Bankruptcy Acts, however, 
this court was united and consolidated with the Supreme Court, 
and its jurisdiction was eventually transferred to the Chancery 
Division and te certain County Courts. Although no express 
mention is made of the bankruptcy jurisdiction, this jurisdic 
tion still remains vested in the High Court, by the force of the 
omnibus provisions ef s. 18 (2) (6). The Probate Jurisdiction 
of the High Court is dealt with by s. 20, jurisdiction in matri 
monial causes and legitimacy declarations in s. 21, Admiralty 
in ss. 22 and 33, Prize in s. 23, and Appellate in ss. 24 and 25. 

With regard to the jurisdiction of the Court of Appeal, 
attention should be drawn to the fact, that appeals from 
convictions on indictment at common law in relation to the 
non-repair or obstruction of highways, public ways and 
navigable rivers, go to the Court of Appeal and not to the 
Court of Criminal Appeal (s. 29), and that in matters of practice 
and procedure every appt al froma judge shall be to the Court 
of Appeal (s. 31 (3) ). Law and Equity is to be concurrently | 
administered (s. 36). and the courts are to give effect to the | 





equities of a plaintiff or defendant in the same manner as | 
the Court of Chancery formerly gave effect to them (SS. O4 | 


oflaw and 
prevail, is 


and 38); the general principle that where the rul 
equity are in conflict, the rules of equity are té 


retained in s. 44. 


Part III of the Act deals with the sittings of the courts 
the distribution of business, and the assizes. 
With regard to distribution of busine Ss, certal matters 


are assigned to the Chancery, King’s Bench and Probate 
Divisions (s. 56). A plaintiff still, however, has the option of 
choosing any division he | leas { DS), nee there , at any 


rate in theory, no differentiation to be n ide between the 
jurisdiction of the divisions, or of the judg In theory, it 
would appear that there is nothing to prevent a person from 
instituting divorce proces dings 
or a judge of the Chancery Division from hearing 
petitions, and this, in fact, did happen when Mr 
AsTBURY was called upon, 
the congestion in the Divorce Courts Asa matter of practice, 
however, it would be foolish to institute proceedi: gs In anv 
division, except the proper one, for the simple reason that if 
ordance 
with the rules, an order for its transfer would, in all probability, 
be made. However, it should be observed, that a court in 
which proceedings have been improperly instituted, has the 
power to retain such proces ding 
to the division in which they ought to have been 
(see s. 58 (2)). 

Attention should next be called to s. 67, which provides for 
the manner in which judges are to be selected for the trial of 
election petitions, and to s. 69 (1) whereby a singh judge in 
the Court of Appeal, nia 
before the Court of Appeal, give any direction incidental 


in, sav the Chancery Divi ion, 
divorce 
Justice 


nearly four vears ago, to relieve 


a cause was not assigned to its proper division in ac 


instead of tran fi rring thy m 


brought 


In any cause or matter pending 


thereto, and not involving the decision of the appeal, and may 
during vacation make any necessary interim ordet 

As regards Circuits and Assizes, Assizes are to be held 
at least twice in every year (s. 83), but power at the same 
time is given to dispense with the holding of Assizes in places 
where there is no business or no substantial amount of business 
(s. 77), and also with the attendance of jurors at such places 
(s. 78). 

Provision is made by s. 71 for the trial of revenue cases 
on circuit without th uing of any special commission, and 
by S. 
to direct that the jurisdiction of the justices and judges of 
the Central Criminal Court should extend to any adjoining 
county or parts of a county mentioned in the Order 
Part LV contains general provisions as to trial and procedure. 
Among these should be noted thy power of the court to remove 
procecdings from district registries (s. 87): th powel of the 
court to order the trial by an il of a 


73, His Majesty is empowered by Order in Council 


arbitrator or an ofthe 





pecial or other referee of any tion or any Issue or matter, 
where the parti 
desirable by reason of anv prolonged examination of docu 


; consent. or where such a cour considered 


ments or any scient fic or local invest gation or the t king of 


accounts (s. 89); and the power of the court to call in’ the 
aid of assessors ( GS) \ regard the determination of 
questions of foreign law, s. 102 prov des that suc le or 

are to be determined by the judg and not b jury (see 


also s. 15 of the Administration of Justice Act, 192 
Parts V and VI contain certain administrati provisions, 
which do not concern the practit ‘ inv or 
Part V deals with offices ard officer 
In court. 
Part VII deals with probate causes and matter Appheations 
for the grant or revocation of probate or admin 
be made through the Principal Probate Registry, but if any 


contentious matter arises thereout, the matter is to be remitted 
to the County Court in cases where the state of f property 
and the place of abcde of ft deceased are ur ‘ t rive 
jurisdiction to the County Court. The County Co thin 
which the deceased hed hod vill have jurisdiction in 
contentious matter where f personal nd ] 
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20 
estate ty } { 


Section 17¢ 
’ th t 
cannot obt d 
ul | 
L7th July, 1923 (d 
Act, 102 
() ‘ 
by 
al a | 
1 
( ; ol 
while us nabli 
and miscone 
obtaining a d | 
Sect Ist (1 
regard to t 
the first ) 
mat \ 4 
life-tur I ( 
half-b du r 
brother 
The ground 
be granted to be { 
restitution of conju I 
that a de Lor tu 
provides that in ea 
court may ord the r 
such periodical p 
Section 188 d 
legit macy declat Oo] 


it should be noted t 
will not e1 L perso! 
Part LX deals with t 
With regard to tl 
provisiol of 


of the court to d il wit 


tif 


be ousted by the fact tl 


involves matter b yond 


court at the same til 
defendant upon his co 
which if } jur lictior 


aggregate al int of the counter-cla exceeds the jurisdiction, 
’ ere t e two o ore « tuses of action, ¢ ich o 
shin the jurisdiction. Mexeover, 
iW int of the ecounter-claim is beyond the juris- 
ld on, f court Ww it be prevented from granting the 
| mint counter-claimed, unless the plaintiff makes 
lol ! Ly 
Last Part X contains miscellaneous provisions. 
[nt part of t \ct 210 is of interest, since it provides 
iz judd I to ! ul | at least once In every 
’ 
| year for t pDUurpo f consid oe inte alia the op ration of 
the Actand rul f court. and to k t report to the Secretary 
f Geos r , } nf ltorat eS a ee 
} ors ) a l l l tLiteravions which they 
| ] ‘ | - 
: ad 
| S. 
| 





The Universities and College 
Estates Act, 1925. 


TH ! WW \ Fe rulat ne the powers of the Universities of 


and Durham, their colleges individually, 
nd Winchester, to deal with 








ind the public schools of Eton a 

th estates, no doubt the least mportant of the Consoli- 
dating Statute ch have replaced the Law of Property Act, 
1922. ( t has the narrowest application. Having regard, 
how r, to the great area ol landed property which these 


bodies collectively own, anv lawver may suddenly find himself 


required to know its provisions, and moreover, in meeting the 
udvisers of any p cular college or university, to deal with 
men 0 are thorou familiar with it. The Act, therefore, 


| general purpo s, of course, to define the pow rs of the 
various governing bodies in respect of the land entrusted 
to them, and, since it entirely repeals five previous statutes, 
t also abolishes the need of much cross-reference. The repeal 
of these statutes, however, by no means represents the full 
iving of time to a practitioner. One of the most important 
of them, the Universities and College Estates Act of 1898, 
issimilated the powers and adopted the scheme of the Settled 
Land Acts for the bodies, so that it has been necessary first 
consider the powers of a tenant for life under those 

Ay ts, al d the n to di termine how far such powers have been 
modified in their application to the universities and colleges. 
T ll no longer be necessary, for the 
new Act exhaust vely lays down the pow rs of the corporations 


with which it deals, and, in ordinary transactions, reference 
elsewhere should not be required. In so doing it marks an 
udvance on the Law of Property Act, 1922, which still treated 
the estates of u rsities and colleges by reference to its 
provisions dealing with settled land: se especially ss. 46 (4), 


60 (3), and 65 (12) 

It seems curious that an ancient statute of 1576 (18 Eliz. 
c. 6), requiring Oxford, Cambridge, Eton and Winchester 
to reserve at least one-third of the rent of their agricultural 
land in corn, is still in force. As to how far it has been strictly 
observed or not is a different matter, but the new Act definitely 
repeals it as from Ist January, 1926. The next repeal in 
order of date is of s. 69 of the Eeclesiastical Commissioners 
Act, 181 


Oi to benefices annexed to the headship of coll ges, 
a matter W 


ch is dealt with in s. 36 of the new Act. 

In L856 iL Vene! il powel tos Il] and ( xch inge lands Was fiven 
to Eton and Cat br dg ,19 & 20 Vie t., c. 88, s. 48, and simul- 
taneously to Oxford and Winchester, 19 & 20 Vict., c. 95. 
In these Acts the Church Estates Commissioners were appointed 
as the consenting and supervising body for the purposes of 
such sales and exchanges, but the Copyhold Commissioners 
were substituted by the Universities and College Estates Act, 
1858, still in force, re pealing the previous statutes of 1856. 
Extended powers (of mortgage, etc.) were given by an Act of 
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he application of the purchase-money of land sold | a well-known decision of Lord Jessel and oth r judges, given on 
was enlarged by one passed in 1880. All these Acts are | the ground that the grant of an option might prevent the 
repealed by the new Act \ clerical error in the r m6 rence to | best price being realised. The converse, of course, is equally 
the Act of 1880 in the King’s printer’s copy of ct of 1925 | true that, given a decrease instead of increase i value of 
has been corrected in the Liw R«port the reference should b » land, the trustees have acqui or something for nothing 
not to c. 4, but to ec. 46 fz on ” behalf of their trust, 7.e., they have obtained money or 
Although the Settled Land Act of 1925 will not be ipplicabl | money’s worth in exchange for a privil ge not worth exercising 
to college estat the two “hee run on very similar li In practice it is found that, even with the fetters they i | pose 
One divergence may, however, be mentioned, that the great | options to purchase may be very useful in d posing of an 
enlargement of the powers of leasing of a tenant for lif estate to the best advantage Both for such dispo tlons and 
conferred by the new legislation, is not extended to ut rsities | for managing their estates, in lease or in hand, the universities 
and colleges, for 3s. 6 retains the old limitation nal ly, | and colleges affect d by the new Act should find it very 
ninety-nine vears for a building lease, sixty for a ning | | serviceable, and it will certainly be a boon to their advisers. — 
and twenty-one for any other leas [n connection with such | , F 
limitation, howev: r, and every other limitation of power : 
contained in the Act, the all import int pro. oO! of s. 21 — 7 —— 
must be noted. This section virtually gives any colleg of 4 
university the right, with the consent of the Minister M H b Gib M A 
Agriculture, to do anythis ¢ for the benefit of the land whi | r, er ert ! son, ob Re 
would be within the powers of an absolute owner, exc "I ting | We have the pleasure of including in this issue a Portrait 
only the application of capital money to proveme! als f Mr. Hersert Gipson, the President of The Law Society 
authorised by the statut Th ction correspond ys. 64 }- in its Centenary year. Mr. Gipson was born in 1851, and is 
of the Settled Land Act, 1925 ving that tl juisite | » fourth son of the late Rev. JoHN Gipson, who was for 
consent in the latter « t] of the cour Phere Is t er years Vicar of Furneaux Pelham, Herts 
similar power given to the urt in favour of trustees, by He was educated at Temple Grove, East Sheen, and Upy 
8. 57 of the Trustee Act, 1925 d the three sections greatly | ham and Exeter College, Oxford, where he took his degree in 
modify the inelasticity of the “‘ dead hand.” In the ease of | 1872. In'the same year he became articled to Mr. Peter Williams 
the Universities and College Estates Act, the power can b of the well-known firm of Messrs. Freshfields, the solicitors 
exercised without the publi of th court nd possi bl | to the Bank of En gland, now Messrs. Freshfield, Leese and 
reported decision which might thereafter appear to fetter | Munns, of Bank-buildings, E.C. He was admitted in 1879, 
a judge, who might consider it inexpedient to go beyond it. | and in the following veat joined in partnership the late 
Though as to the discretion of a court the notable words of th Mr. W.C. Deacon. of the firm of Messrs. Deacon & Co.. proctors 
late Lord Chitty, in Re the Earl of Radnor’s Will Trusts, 1890, | and solicitors, then of 26, Bush-lane, but now of Sand 9, Great 
15 Ch.D. 402, may be remembered, in which hi id that the Helens, E.C. Of this firm he is now the nior partner 
discretion of the court (in that case to co to the sale of | Mr. GIBSON is therefore a member of one of the eldest firms 
heirlooms) ** ought not to be erystallizd it would becom of may in the City. He has rendered yeoman 
in course of time by one judge attempting to preseribe defini Fr service to The Law Society since he joined n 1880 
rules with a view bind other judges in the exercise of tl » Dans ilies a member of the council for the py tees 
discretion which the Legislature has committed to then lv irs. Heisa member of the Poor Persons Rules Committee 
Of the new powers, that contained in s. 16 to dedicate striy | the Solicitor Remuneration Committee, the Seale and Cost 
of a building estate for streets or any land for widening high | Committee and the Legal Education Committee. Hi Iso 
ways, corresponds with s. 56 of the Settled Land Act, 1925, | a member of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association In 1924 
both being derived from s. 60 of rd Birkes d’s Act of | he was elected Vice-President of The Law Societ vs hieaaie 
1922. Similarly the twenty-nine ds of provements for | now honoured themselves as well as Mr. Gipson in electing 
which money may be raised the consent of Minister | him President for their Centenary year. 
of Agriculture, under s. 30 of the Act, corresponds with thos sy 
specified in the third schedule to the Settled Land Act, 1925 Portraits (suitable for framing) of the following Solicitors 
excepting, of course, that referring to the rebuilding of th - ive appeared in THe Sonicrrors’ JOURNAL: Sir A. Copson 
principal mansion house In each case the improvements t ’oake, Sir K. W. Dibdin, Mr. E. W. Williams n. Sit Chi S. 
comprise all those contained existing Acts, together with o vate gee gt one | en illg age tesa Pac cg ye 4 gp oad m4 
a number of others authorized for the first time by s. 65 of the | container and wectedia aed still be sisledine d, price Is. 
Act of 1922. It may also be noted that s. 37 g power to = s 
universities and colleges which is not included in those given . 
to a tenant for life under the oe Land Acts, namely, _ 
to ~ transfer gratuitously to a bishop, dean, a chapter, or | pq SOLICITOR-GENERAL ON PUBLIC SERVIC) 
other Ecclesiastical Corporation ae to accept the same, a aad ——- . F 
” Che Solicitor-General (Sir T. Inskip), addressing he Epsom 
7 right of patronage. Citizens’ Sunday gathering on the subject of Service o1 
Amongst other provisions may be noted the power to se I] S rvilit y,’”’ said he thought the country was gradually be ginning 
for a rent-charge conferred by 3 (cf. Settled Land Act to give more thought to the claims of publie service and the 
1925, s. 39); to grant water rights to statutory bodic 14 pirit in which it ought to be rendered. A featur of their 
(cf. S.L.A 1925, s. 54); to - Jar d for charitable and regres ogee ae ogg yeoman “4 aeapdllenen Protook on their 
public purposes, s. 15 (ef. 5 L.A., 19 9 :. to compromis _ interests, and on the whole he thought that was bad. 
claims, release restrictions, et 7 ch S.L 1925. s. 58) t separated peop le instead of bringing them iaedl I When 
T. A.. 1898. 8.21: T.A "1995. ¢ relclity spt grants and k - ople began to think about ot hers instead of thinking about 
8. 18; apportion rent s. 19: to sell surface and mineral themselves, there were those who said that the y we n servile, 

y ind he had been asked at a Brotherhood meeting recently 
separé ately y, s. 22; and to grant options 25 The last | whether he did not think Christianity was servile religion. 
four “'- isions also correspond similar provisions in th To him it seemed that Christianity was a religien of service 
at A The present inability of a trustee. as the universities | There was all the difference in the world bi tween cringing 
; ; nes Sareea, 1: . ; ervilit y and the noble service which Jesus Christ and Christian- 
and colleges at of course, regarded in dealing with their | ity had taught the world. Whatever disadvantages there 
properties, to grant options to purchase has been generally | might be in public service, it would be found that it made life 
removed, in the present ¢ by 23 of the A T! | beautiful and worth living. 
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Law of Property Acts. | ae 
POINTS IN PRACTICE , P f f exercise his statutory powers—see s. 13 
In th | be | 1 I} tion appears to be founded on some mi 
vl | id d of t tions quoted By t (1), with th 
me 7 , | ! ot i ites in land mu 
BEA Th , uM 
mm " J t leed and the trust instru 
P| /, ( ~ " ) requir of the vesting 
Quest \\ leed t to a settlement.” The vesting deed 
that iort bh til t re is no tenant for life or statutory 
gage ¢ s mm 4 (1) does not de re a trust instrument to 
tite Bin \ . | ’ t if unconsummated by a vesting deed 
to p ot operating to tran fer or create 
0 tay 1926 trust instrument is called 


has ceased t : tt nt in para. | (1) of t] econd schedule. Thus the 
Zand 5 of P l f | t \ l ler | ttl I rrecd to In 5 (1) is clearly the trust instru 
the pr deeds referred to in ss. 4 and 5 


(e.q.. by ' ' nr ; ur { bly the language might have been more 
no But the | t, but, « v, the Representation of the People Act, 


I | 1832 | i i the Reform Bill as if it was still before 
A) | t | Pat | j er ming apt to the second part 


m. Kvery settl nt of land at once takes 
the Act 1 t t ty, t sh not made in accordance with the 
from th | vt A therefor th the limit to its operation indicated 
coul \ t () esting deed (or vesting order under s. 12), 
that int | r, | pro v framed and executed, ret es this limitation. 
therefore,’ b1 l t t} Would it be advisable in the case of the existence 
would ~ rf restrict covenant contained in a document not 

To pursue t et | f r 4 of tl ks of the chain of title but entered 
it? Section 88 (1) ¢ ’ wer 1 to ire 1926, that registration of such covenant should be 
not his ter ut I t to ter l le under t Land Charges Act, 1925 ? 
conveya t t r, | Und Land Charges Act lO (L) D (ii 

’ Let | 1925 restrict covenants only are so registrable. 
re | | Pre-192¢ trict ts are dealt with ins. 2 (5) (a) of th 
ection, | | L , \ 1925, and are there declared binding on 

repald l sub-section over-rides the other 
claims under t ) » Settled Lind Act, 1925 2 (2) 
receipt It is | ) f pure s under that Act \ 
' tor I t int fro vendot 


legal or equit { | Gy Ouest | ) { ‘ r that restrictive covenants 
Ist i LO26. o1 t} benefit of which 1s 


pure i I l | | | l j 1 | } ist D T if ai red under the Land 


required in respect t tit | Char Let, 19 Where there is a local deeds registry, as in 
be effected ? | Yor wars that registration of such covenants at 
Answer. It ik that t esti to | will not b ufficient, but that ther 
unregistered land I L | ryes Act, 1925 10, | dou ? ition under the Land Cha Act, 1925 
enumerate { I l { " be | i under t i! J on Act Is thi 
registered thereunde: \ ft I {) t! Ad r Ihe first tatement made in this question, sO 
charg in class A may be regist Ll whethe ited before | far as the benefit of p 1926 covenants 1s con rned, appears 
or aft January Ist, 1926, and those in classes B (' if | to be based on the assumption that the words governing 
ited before that dat y when acquil rd class C of 10 (1) of t Land ¢ ges Act, 1925, govern 
Class D consists solely of post-1925 harge nil o tions, | class D, but t ot so, and a reference to D (11) and the Law 
ind class I of pr 1926 annuities. As to pend t of Pr ] y Act, s. 2 (9) (a) w low that post 1925 restrictive 
uniuities, orders, < registered under the st i | covenants alone are registrable under the Land Charges Act, 
force, see the saving | ’1 (a) of the Act. As to tim Lit L926 [he b fit of restrictive covenants is, of course, not a 


13 (1) and 14 in respect of , A and { legal estate or interest ¢ ipabli of subsisting or of being conveyed 
respect of classes B and C, or CI d at law within s. 1 of the Law of Property Act, 1925 





Quest \ t] t of lar | a rdance It is not therefore necessary for tl! ) on taking the benefit 
with t of i | \ | of f t l it con ining t nh 
Is ther i \ i what in a wh f tration [ 
i ting dl ) ym itis to | ted ? ff | Li (1 / 
section 5 ad t | for | () lef i " l rpora miin t 
yiving eltfect to a t 5” { , [rust Let 68 (18), 1 ) \part from the publi 
complete sel ! ! has D ! i trust ri rporation appoint d by the court, a trust 
(6) When a sett t ha luly | { bv | , \ corporation ’”’ entitled, by rules 
an owner ini l in p lr ! inbra it iad tnd ! ») of t Public Trust Act, LYUG, to 
forthwith takes effect as au as custod trustee. There is some difficulty in 
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obtaining these rules What « rporations are entit ed. under 
them to act as custodian trustees ? 

Answer.—The rule made under s. 4 (3) of the Public Truste 
Act, 1906, is No. 30 of the Public Trustee Rules, 1912. 
these cannot be obtained the King’s Printer would appeat 
to be at fault, but the rul appears on p. 295 of vol. XV. of 
Chitty’s Statutes 1235-1910, and no doubt in other text-b 
Provision does not appear to be made for an official list of 
bodies entitled to act as custodian trustees, but bank a 
Insurance Companies seem ready, if not anxious, to inform 
the public of their powers, which no doubt they would also be 


ready to verify if business were likely to result 








A Conveyancer’s Diary. 


A most useful and important new provision is con edu 
s. 32 of the Trustee Act 1925, reproducing 

The New Power the Law of Property Act, 1922. s. 121 

of Advance- ane nded by the Law of Pre pr rt ( 

ment. Act 1924. It gives trustees power to 
apply capital money subject to j tr 


_ 


for the advancement or benefit of any person entitled 
capital of the trust property. 


This power, which the t 

may exercise al their discretion, is available wher t! 
beneficiary is entitled absolutely or contingently on att 

any specified age or on the occurrence of any other event 
or subject to a gijt over on his death under any pecitied 
age or on the occurrence of any other event Further 
exercisable notwithstanding that the interest of thi person 
entitled is liable to be defeated by the exercise of a power of 
appointment or revocation or to ly. diminished by th her 

of the class to which he belong 


There are several cases which throw light upon the 1 
of advancement. In Roper Curzon \% Rope C‘urto) IS71 
L.R., 11 Eq. 452, trustees were held entitled under ai 


power of advancement to apply capital mone for 1} 


beneficiary to settle upon himself and his wife by post nuptial 
settlement In Re Welch (1854), 23 LJ. (Ch.) 344, the pul ‘ 
of an outfit for a beneficiary who had prospect of empl ent 
was deemed to constitute advancement. A power of ady ‘ 


ment was held in Re Kershau (1868), Lm. € Eq ane 
authorise trustees to advance part of a beneficiary's 


] 


to her husband on his personal security for thie purpose ol 
setting him up in a promising business. In Taylor v. Tayloi 
(1875), L. R. 20 Eq. 154, payment of admission f 
Inn of Court was he ld to bi an advance, but a fee | al t a 
special pleader was deemed no advance: ibid. Final! 
in Re Watney (1911), 56 Son. J. 109, premium paid to ar 
architect was held not to be an advancement 
Although the word ‘ 
to an early perl d of life (see Re Kershaw. Supra) S. oa SO 
worded as apparently t 
the period of the beneficiary’ 
The power is to pay or apply capital money for thy 


advancement 7 really appropl ite 


extend the trustees’ power beyond 
infancy. 


~ advancement” or “ benefit”? of the person entitled. ete 
** Be nefit ’’ has a more ¢ <tensive signification than‘ ad a 
ment.” It authorises th payment of debts incurred by thu 
object of the power : Lowthei v. Bentinel (1874). L R.19 Ky 
166 ; and see Molyneus v. Fletches 1898] 1 B. 648. Sembl 


the power of advancenx nt given by s. 32 enables the tru 





6 Ves. 472, or, if tl fant less than an absolute interest, 
with the consent of t other persons interested: Evans v 

Vasse 4 (1826), 1 \ nd J. 196 
If the infant mn entit i to t capital co tingently 
on attaining full age t tas a rule authorise an 
advance but it 1 ( fir " ivan made to an Infant 
ntly er d if t t bsequently attains full 


contingen ‘ ih 
see Worthington v. McCraer, 23 Beav. 81 


Hene: trustes hide! will b ible to l } idvances 
\ t a is 1 I l nhot give Its 
sanetiol 

The court cannot authorise the charg if the real estate 
of the beneficiary for the purpo of advancement 


Re De Teissier (1893), 1 Ch. 153; Re Swanston, 31 Sou. J 


127. And the Trustee Act, 1925 2 (2 provides 
that the new power «di ) ‘ t settle 
ments, #.e., ext rust prop of money 
or securities or of property held upon trust for sal d such 
money or securit re not considered as land. We must 
not omit to ment that the amount which may be advanced 
inder the new provision not to exeeed one-half the 
beneficiary's nt , 





Landlord and Tenant Notebook. 


Since the new v of property will come into force w thin 
] shi ict me, attention ma‘ 
The Law of isefully be drawn to the more important 
Property Act teratio! n the law of landlord and 
1925. tenant which will be effected by this 
lation Part V of the Law of Property 


d voted to “ Leases and iv nancies 


Act, 1925 (ss 


but there are other section t Act which are also material. 
Thus. at the verv commence nt of the Aet, Is 1 (1), which 
prov de that the onlv legal estat n land are to be the fee 
imple, and the hsolute Then there are othe 
provisions in Part If of the Act | 2, 54, 55), which have a 
bearing on the form of a | \yvain in 78 and 79 are 
to be found provisio with regard to the benefit and the 
burden of covenants relating to land That there are othe 
provisions in the Act which may have bearing on leases and 
terms of years, cannot be denied, but for all practical purposes 
it will be sufficient to deal with such matters, as (1) form of a 
lease. (2) benefit and burden of covenants relating to land, 
(3) severance of reversion, (4) forfeiture and relief, (5) abolition 
ot wnteresse termini nd (6) enlargem nt of long ter 
Leases for te) of ore than three vears are st I] required 
to be made bv deed: lease owever, which 


Form of take effect in po ion for a term not 








to raise money for the beneficiary’s maintenance : ek 
Breed (1875), 1 Ch. D. 226 (an express power to rivance 
money out of capital “in or towards the placing out or | 
advancement in life or otherwis« for the child’s “ benefit 
Until 1926, however, trustees cannot, apart from express | 
provisions contained in the trust instrument, make advances | 
out of capital without the sanction of the court. G ly | 


speaking the court will sanction such advances where a1 
infant has an absolute interest : Walker v. Wetherell (1801 


Lease. exceeding thre rs whether or not the 

Ss viven power to ¢ xtend the term, 
may be created by parol, provided t the rent payable 
thereunder 1s “ the best rent which can be reasonably obtained 
without taki (Law of Property Act, 1925, s. 54 (2)) 
It will be observed that there Is a shig ail nee here from 
the provision in the Statute of Fraud ch required the 
rent to be at least two-t ds ot Hu proved value of 
the thing demised | ther o1 t the lesses 
ls given powe extend ! y il 54 (2), 
of tl La vy of Propert Act, 192 rently meant to 
give statutory effect to su Case I] Hall (1877), 
” Ex. D. 355 ( ded than three 
ears Is not requ dt iD I) a adit r on of it viving 
the tenant an option to prolong the tenancy for more than 
three vears from the date of the making of the lease. Where 
the statutory require ts of for ve not been complied 
with, the landlord ¢ nt ma everthel b entitled, 
as heretof ( the ground of part per- 


formance of the agreement the rules as to part performance 
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and the effect of entering into posse ssion, being expre ssly 


preserved by the Law of Property Act, 1925, s. 55 (ce) (d). 


In considering the question of the running of the benefit 

or burden of covenants relating to land, 
Benefit and it is necessary to bear in mind that the 
Burden of pring iples which govern the running of 
Covenants such covenants, where the relationship 
Relating to between the partir that of landlord and 
Land. tenant, are somewhat different from th 


principles where the relationship is othet 
than that of landlord and tenant. With regard to the 
running of the benefit and burden of such covenants as between 
landlord and tenant, s. 10 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881 (as 
amended by s. 2 of the Conveyancing Act, 1911), dealt with 
the running with the reversion of the benefit of the lessee’s 
covenants, while s. 11 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, dealt 
with the running with the reversion of the obligation of th 
lessor’s covenants, and, conversely, with the passing of the 
benefit of the lessor’s covenants to assigns of the term. In 
each case, of course, the covenant had to bea covenant “ having 
reference to the subj: ct matter of the lease,” @.4 , tour hing or 
concerning the thing demised. Section 10 of the Con 
veyancing Act, 1881, as amended by s. 2 of the Conveyancing 
Act 1911 (which provided that the benefit of a condition 
already broken should run with the reversion), is re-enacted 
ins. 14] (1), (2) and (3) of the Law of Props rty Act, 1925, with 
slight modifications in phraseology, which however do not, 
it is submitted, make any alteration in the previous law, and 
s. 11 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, is likewise re-enacted 
in s. 142 of the Law of Property Act, 1925. The only variation 
in thelawis effected by sub-section (4) of s. 141 thid. It is to be 
noted that the provisions of s. LOof the Conve yancing Act, 1881, 
with regard to the running with the reversion of the benefit of 
the lessee’s covenants, only applic d to leases made after 1881, 
and s. 2 of the Conveyancing Act, 1911, allowed the owner 
of the reversion to take advantage of a breach of condition, 
etc., committed before he became owner, only In cases where 
the breach occurred after 1911. After 1925, therefore, the 
above provisions in the Conveyancing Acts of 1881 and 1911. 
which dealt with the running of the benefit of the lessee’s 
covenants with the reversion, and the taking advantage of 
breaches committed before a person became owner of the 
reversion, will, it is submitted, equally apply in cases where the 
lease in question happens to have been made prior to 1882 

». 


(To be continued.) 





Reviews. 


Strahan on Mortgages. Third Edition. Sweet & Maxwell, 

Ltd. XXVI and 272 pp. 12s. 6d 

In “Strahan on Mortgages” we have a students’ book giving 
a brief account of an Iniportant and difficult subject The 
arrangement of the work into three main sections dealing 
with Mortgages at Common Law, Mortgages in Equity, and 
Mortgages under Statute may at first sight appear instructive, 
but we are convinced that the result of it is to confuse the 
minds of those who are taking up the study of mortgages for 
the first time. 

Taking the book as it is written, however, the first two 
sections are clear and interesting, but the third section is 
disappointing. Reference is made to the new legislation more 
by the way than as representing a definite stage in the treat- 
ment of mortgages by statute. On pp. 4 and 8 statements 
which appear to contradict each other are made concerning 
the similarity or the reverse of mortgages of chattels and 
mortgages of land. The reference in the footnote on p. 43 as 
to relief against forfeiture for non-payment of rent will be 


out of date on Ist January next, and so will that as to the 


law of notice on p. 66. The statement in the footnote on 
p. 57 needs some qualification or the word “estates” 
substituted for “interests.” An Act of which we have not 
heard is referred to on p. 106, namely, the Law of Property 
(Improvements) Act 1924. We take it that by the 
‘ registered charge” referred to on pp. 139-40 is meant a 
“ legal” charge. 

The principal provisions of the various statutes affecting 
mortgages are conveniently set out in an appendix. 
Westlake’s Private International Law. Seventh Edition. By 

Norman Bentwicu. Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. (27s. 6d.). 

Those in authority have decided that 436 pages of 
“Westlake” are more difficult to digesé than 878 pages of 
“ Dicey,” and the decision was welcomed by those charged 
with the task of instructing students for the Solicitors’ Final. 
The appearance of this new edition of “* Westlake ”—the last 
appeared only in 1922—must show that there are many who 
are still anxious to tread the via dolorosa of accuracy and 
scholarship. 

The editor tells us thas the preparation of this edition in a 
remote provincia may result in errors of omission and com- 
mission. He need have but one fear that the inclusion of so 
much recent matter tends to obscure those general principles 
of which the work is a historical and comparative exposition. 
It does seem that the treatment of such matters as the 
Russian Bank Cases. the Rate of Exc hange Cases, the Income 
Tax Cases, and possibly the Kelantan Cases, is not In a nice 
proportion with the other and older portions of the book. 


Books Received. 

Mew’'s Digest of English Case Lau Containing the reported 
decisions of the Superior Courts and a selection of those from 
the Seottish and Irish Courts to the end of 1924. Second 
Edition. Vol. V By Sir ALEXANDER 
Woop Renton, K.C.M.G., K.C., and Sypney Epwarp 
WiILLIAMs, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd., 2 and 
3, Chancery Lane, W.C.2 ; Stevens & Sons, 119 & 120 Chancery 
Lane, W.C.2; and The Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society, 
utd., 104-107, Fetter Lane, E.C.4, and branches. 35s. 

Sen's Law of Monopolies in British India (1922). P. K. 
SEN. Sarkar & Sons, Caleutta. 17s. 6d. 

The Administration of Estates Act, 1925.—With notes and 
a table of distribution on intestacy. 
Waterlow & Sons, Ltd., 


Compe nsation to Costs 


decided cases and 
CLAUDE Eustace SHEBEARE. 
London Wall, E.C. 5s. 

Carriage of Goods by Sea Act, 1924 —The Haque Rules Explained, 

Second Edition. Sandford E. Cole. Effingham Wilson, 

16, Copthall-avenue, E.C.2. 6s. 

Rating and Income Tac. Saturday, 10th October. The 

Argus Press Ltd., Temple-avenue, E.C. 6d. 

The Central Law Journal. 5th October. The Central Law 

Journal, St. Louis, Min. 25 cents. 

The Incorporated Accountants’ Students’ Society of London 
Lectures, 1925.—Published by the Society, 50, Gresham 
Street, Bank, E.C os. 6d. 

The Law of Easements (College of Estates Management 
Series), 3rd Edition.—Davip Bowen. Estates Gazette, Ltd.. 
33, Kirby Street, Charles Street, Hatton Garden, E.C.1. 13s. 


OFFICIAL INQUIRY INTO LULWORTH BYE-LAWS. 
Wareham and Purbeck Rural District (Dorset) have been 
informed by the Board of Trade that they have instructed 
Rear-Admiral C. E. Monro, one of their professional officers, 
to hold a local public inquiry on 28th October regarding the 
bye-laws which the Army Council propose to make under the 
provisions of the Military Lands Acts, 1892 to 1903, in respect 
of the Lulworth Tank Corps Gunnery School Ranges. It was 
now proposed, the Board intimate, that the bye-laws, if made, 
should not remain in force beyond Ist September, 1929. 
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A Summary of Recent Cases on 
Private International Law. 


In Martin v. Stout [1925], A. C. 359, the appellant, a British 
subject resident in England, had repudiated—by means of a 
ible despatched from England—certain contracts already 
ade between himself and the respondent who was resident 
Egypt. It was held by the Privy Council that the breach 
had taken place in England, and that the absence in the 
Rules of Court, made under the Ottoman Order, 1910, of any 
provision for service out of the jurisdiction prevented the 
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court for Egypt. In the words 
of Lord Atkinson, the three cases of Cherry v. Thompson, 
1 A. B. S73. Holland v. Bennett [1902], 1 K. B. 867, and 
Mutzenbecher vy. La Asequradora Espanola [1906], 1 K. B 
254,“ clearly establishes that Martin’s breaches of his agree 
ments were; according to English Law, committed in London, 
when this repudiating telegram was handed in... and 
that any liability on him was, therefore incurred in England, 
and not in Egypt,” 
It would seem therefore that the principle of Johnson v. 
Taylor Bros. is not applicable to the converse case, which does 
not of course come within Order II. 


“There is nothing here to enable a person who by the law 
which binds him in his lifetime, holds his property with a 
trictly limited right of testamentary disposition, to dispense 
himself from that restriction and to dispose of his property 
by Will without any limit at all, simply by making his Will 

the form prescribed by the Wills Act...’ per Lord 
Sumner in Bartlett v. Bartlett [1925], A. C. 377. 


The construction placed by the Privy Council, in this case, 
upon Article 90 of the Ottoman Order in Council, 1910, 
prevented a Moslem British subject, domiciled in Egypt 
from disposing by Will of the share of his estate to whit h his 
mother was entitled by Moslem Law. This construction 
“sets aside the English rules, which apply the lex loci rei 
sitae to dispositions of foreign immovables, and the law of the 
domicil to dispositions of foreign movables.”’ 


In Hahn v. Public Trustee [1925], 1 Ch. 715, it was held that 
any person who was once a German national must bear the 
onus of proving that before 10th January, 1920, he had lost 
his German nationality, if he wishes to escape the charge 
under the Treaty of Peace Order, 1919, s. 1., sub-s. xvi. 

Here, the Birkenfeld Government had, after inquiry as to 
the length of the plaintiffs’ absence from Germany, and as to 
their visits to Germany during such absence, certified them to 
he stateless persons who had forfeited their German nationality 
by ten years “ uninterrupted,” residence abroad within the 
meaning of s. 21 of the North German Nationality Law, 1870 
Astbury, J.. held that the certificates cover only prima fu 1 
evidence and that owing to a conflict of opinion in the German 
courts, the plaintiffs had failed to prove that by German Law 
they were not German nationals on 10th January, 1920 
Such a rigorous application of an Order which is itself a 
token of war-time passion, seems to justify some sympathy 
with the plaintiffs. 

Wileock v. Pinto, 1925, 1 K.B. 30, Aramayo Francke Mines 
Lid. v. Eccott, 1925, A.C. 634, and Swedish Central Railway v 
Thompson, 1925, A.C. 495, are three more decisions added to 
that mass of decisions concerning the lability of foreign 
corporations to income tax, “in which matter the subtlety 
of the lawyers Is const intly pitte d against the subtlety of the 
Revenue Commissioners.” In the first case an Egyptian 
firm habitually sold cotton in England through an agent in 
Manchester, and the question for decision was whether the 


agent was an “ authorised person”’ (within the meaning of 


s. 31 (6) of the Finance (No. 2) Act, 1915) who could render the 
firm chargeable in his name to income tax in respect of profits 
arising through his agency 








In the second case the question for decision was very 
similar. An English company owned and worked mines in 
olivia. These mines were managed by a local board who 
consigned the produce to a firm of London agents to sell 
on commission in the United Kingdom. It was held that the 
firm was not the agent of the local board but of the company, 
and that an assessment of the local board in the name of the 
firm was invalid. 

In the third case the House of Lords (by a majority) 
decided that a registered company can have more than one 
residence for the purposes of the Income Tax Acts. One is 
tempted to prefer the dissenting judgment of Lord Atkinson 
and of Atkin, L.J., in the Court of Appeal. It was admitted 
in argument that the business of the company Was controlled 
from its head office in Sweden, but that in 1920 a committee 
was appointed by the directors to transact merely formal 
and administrative business in the United Kingdom, such as 
registering transfers of shares, issuing share certificates, &e 
Nevertheless it was held that there was sufficient evidence to 
support the contention of the Commissioners that the company 
had a residence in the United Kingdom and was chargeable 
with income tax. The House proposed to follow the dictum 
of Lord Loreburn in the De Beers Case: ‘ A company cannot 
eat or sleep, but it can keep house and do business. We ought, 
therefore, to see where it really keeps house and does 
business . The decision of Kelly, C.B., and Huddleston, B., 
n the Calcutta Jute Mills Co. v. Nicholsor and the Cesena 
Sulphur Co. v. Nicholson, now thirty years ago, involved the 
principle that a company resides for purposes of income tax 
where its real business is carried on . . . the real business is 
carried on where the central management and control actually 
abides.”’ It is not easy 
followed for another purpose In the famous Daimler Case 
was followed by thelr lordships Vi seems driven 


to see that this principle——a principle 


count Cave 


to confess that he was not “ at present prepared to say that 
registration in the United Kingdom would itself be sufficient 
proof of residene e here ”’ . and Lord Bu kmaster that ‘‘ the 


levying of taxation is essentially a matter of domestic 


jurisdiction Res ipsa loquitur 


The remark mad by the Soviet D he gate at the recent Trade 


Unions Congress— that“ they had relieved the bankers of the 


burden of their banks ’’— gives an added interest to the long 
judgment of Viscount Cave in Russian Commercial and 
Industrial Bank v. Comptoir d Escompte de Mulhouse, 1925, 
A.C.112. It may be doubted however whether these so-called 

tussian Bank Cases ” justify the prominence given to them 


in the recent editions of Foote and We stlaks - Tl ‘ 5 See] to 
raise but one question of Importance, v1z Is a foreign cor 
poration, carrying on business in England, capable of a legal 

1 


existence (according to English law) after its 
which created 


corporate 
existence has been destre ved by the for ion law 
it? It would be interesting to know whether there |s a 


judicial foundation for Lord Wrenbury affirmative ug- 
vestion. See Westlake. 7th ed... p. 390 

The case of Rosler v Hilbery, 1925, 1 Ch. 250, 1s a com 
mentary upon the wording of Ord. II, r. 1 Service out of 
the jurisdiction... may be allowed whenever 
any injunction is sought as to ar vthing to be done within the 
jurisdiction .. . or any person out of the jurisdiction Is a 


necessary or propel party to al actor properly 
+} 


brought 


e jurisdiction 


against some other person duly served with 
Here the forum conveniens Was the Belgiar and not the 
unsuces ful atte! pt was made to 


tion under Ord. I] 


English court, and ai 


induce the English court to assume jurisdi 

by— 

(1) Claiming an injunction which was not really part of 
the relief sought and which was wholly unnecessary ; and 


2) Joining as a defendant a person, out of the jurisdiction 
of the ubordinate and 
secondary defendant 


Jelgian court, who was only a 
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Pollock, M.R., refers with approval to the words of Lord 
Buckmaster in Johnson \ Taylor Bros.: “‘It must be 
remembered that the issue of the writ, even in a case within 
the words of the rule, can only be made by leave of the court, 
and in granting such leave regard ought to be had to the 
real breach . . . and not merely to a breach on which it is 
necessary to rely, not to obtain relief, but only to found 
] 


yuri diction under lhe rule 





Rules and Orders. 


CANAL Boats, ENGLAND. 


THe CANAL Boats AMENDMENT REGULATIONS, 1925, DATED 
JUNE 9, 1925, MADE BY THE MINISTER OF ILEALTH UNDER 
SECTIONS 2 AND 9 OF THE CANAL Boats Act, 1877 (10 & 41 
Vict. c. OO), 

FO.035. 

The Minister of Llealth in pursuance of the powers vested in 
him by sections 2 and 9 of the Canal Boats Act, 1877, and of all 
other powers enabling him in that behalf, hereby makes the 
following regulations : 

Il. On and after the Ist dav of Septembe r, 1925, the 
regulations made by the Local Government Board under the 
Canal Boats Act, 1877, and dated the 20th day of March, 1878 
(hereinafter referred to as ‘* the Regulations of 1878’’) shall 
be amended as follows, that is to say: 

(1) The following paragraph shall be added at the end 
of Regulation 3 of the Ry vgulations of IS78: 

‘The owner of a Canal Boat shall maintain it in 
the condition required for the purpose of registration 
under this Regulation and if such owner be convicted 
of default in so doing the Court of Summary Jurisdiction 
may (in lieu of or in addition to imposing a penalty) 
order the suspension or cancellation of the registration.’’ 


(2) Regulation 4 of the Regulations of 1878 is hereby 
rm pealed, 

2. The Regulations of IS78 may be cited as the Canal 
Boats Regulations, IS78, and these Regulations may be cited 
as the Canal Boats Amendment Regulations, 1925. 

Giiven under the Official Seal of the Minister of Health this 
ninth day of June. in the vear One thousand nine hundred 
and twenty-five. 

(L.S.) 1. B. Maclachlan. 


Assistant Secretary, Ministry of Health. 


SUPREME COURT, ENGLAND. 
PROCEDURE, 

Tue RULES or THE SuPREME Court (LAW OF PROPERTY) AND 
OTHER Acts), 1925. DATED 22ND SEPTEMBER, 1925, 
We, the Rule Committee of the Supreme Court, hereby 

make the following Rules: 

1. Inthe heading to Order LIVpe and in Rule 1 of Order 
LIVe the figures ‘' 1925’ shall be substituted for the figures 
* 1383." 

2. Rule 2 of Order LIVe shall be annulled and the 
following Rule shall be substituted therefor, viz. : 

“2 Any application under the Act: which cannot be 
made by summons under Order LV may be made by 
petition.”’ 

3. Rule 3 of Order LIV shall be annulled. 

1.—(a) In paragraph (1) of Rule 4 of Order LIVB: after 
Where a trustee.’ there shall be inserted the 
and the words ‘* section forty-two 


the words 
words * or other person 
of’ shall be omitted. 

(6) Rule 4, so amended, shall stand as Rule 3. 

5. Rule 4a of Order LIV shall stand as Rule 4. 

i. Rule 5 of Order LIVe, Rule L3Aa of Order L\ and Rule 5 
of the Rules of the Supreme Court (Trustee Act), 18093, shall be 
annulled and the following Rule which shall stand as Rule 144 
of Order LV shall be substituted therefor, viz. : 

‘* 14a.—-(1) Except as hereinafter in this Rule or by 
Statute otherwise expressed all applications in the Chancery 
Division under any of the Acts to which this Rule relates 
may be by summons. 

(2) This Rule relates to the Law of Property Act, 1922, (a) 
the Law of Property Act, 1925. (b) the Settled Land Act. 
1925, (ce) the Trustee Act, 1925, (d) the Administration of 
Estates Act, 1925, (e) the Land Registration Act, 1925, (g) 
and the Land Charges Act, 1925. (f) and any Act for the time 


being in force amending, re-enacting or replacing any of such 
Acts. 

(a) 12-3. G. 5. ¢. 16 (b) 15 G. 5. e&. 20 (c)*15 G. 5.%. 18 

(dq) 150.5 10 (e)"15 G (f) 15 G. &. ee. 2l 





(3) Every such summons shall be intituled in the Matter 
of the Act or Acts under which the application is made, and 
in the Matter of the Will, Settlement, trust, or property, 
as the case may be, to which the summons relates, with the 
addition in the case of an application under the Land 
Registration Act, 1925, of a reference to the number of the 
relevant Registered title, and shall in the body thereof 
specify the particular section or sections of the Act or Acts 
under which relief is sought. 

(4) This rule shall not apply to 

(a) an application relating to a fund in Court not coming 
within the provisions of Rule 2 of this Order. 

(b) an application under the Law of Property Act, 1922, 
by way of appeal from the Minister in the Act named. 

(c) an application under the Law of Property Act. 

1925, by way of appeal either from the Authority or 

the Minister in the Act respectively named. 

(d) an application under the Settled Land Act, 1925, by 
way of appeal from a County Court. 
(¢) an application under the Land Registration Act, 

1925, by way of appeal from a County Court.” 

7. Rules 6 and 7 of the Rules of the Supreme Court 
(Trustee Act), 1898, shall be annulled. 

Nothing in this Rule shall revive any of the Rules or Orders 
repealed by those Rules. 

8. The following Rules shall be inserted in the Rules of the 
Supreme Court, 1883, after Order LIVec and shall stand as 
Order LIVp. 

OrpvderR LIVb. 


APPEALS AND REFERENCES UNDER THE UNDER-MENTIONED 
\cTs, 


Law of Property Act, 1922. 
I Law of Property Act, 1925. 
Il.—Settled Land Act, 1925. 
V.—Land Registration Act, 1925. 
.—General. 
I.—Law of Properly Act, 1922. 

1. There shall be a right of appeal 

(a) from any decision or order of the Minister of 

Agriculture and Fisheries (in this Order called the 

Minister) made under Part VI of the Law of Property 

Act, 1922, in respect of any of the matters referred to in 

the following rules of the Manorial Incidents (Extinguish- 

ment) Rules, 1925, (a) that is to say 
Rule 3.-—Mode of ascertainment of compensation. 
Rule 19.--Expenses of ascertained compensation. 
tule 34.— Boundaries. 
Rule 35.—Power for Minister to decide questions 
arising in compulsory extinguishment. 
Rule 38.—Power to transfer charges on manor to 
other land or stock, and 
(b) from any award of the Minister under paragraph 16 

(disputes to be submitted to the Minister) of Schedule 15 

of that Act. 

Save as aforesaid or as in that Act otherwise provided 
there shall be no appeal from any decision or order of the 
Minister. 

2. Every appeal from the Minister under that Act shall 
be instituted in the Chancery Division of the High Court of 
Justice by originating notice of motion and shall be heard 
and determined by a single Judge nominated from time to 
time either generally or in any particular instance by the 
Lord Chancellor, 

I1.— Law of Property Act, 1925. 

3. There shall be a right of appeal from (a) any order 
under section 84 of the Law of Property Act, 1925, of 
the Authority therein referred to ; and (b) any decision of 
the Minister under section 191 of that Act. 

!. Rule 2 of this Order shall apply mutatis mutandia to 
every appeal from an order or decision of the Authority or 
of the Minister under that Act. 

Il. Settled Land Act, 1925. 

5. Kvery appeal to the High Court of Justice from an 
order of any County Court made under the Settled Land 
Act, 1925, shall be instituted in the Chancery Division of 
the High Court of Justice by originating notice of motion 
and shall be heard and determined by a Divisional Court 
constituted by two Judges of that: Division nominated from 
time to time either generally or in any particular instance 
for that purpose by the Lord Chancellor. 

lV. Land Registration Act, 1925. 

6. Every reference by or appeal from the Registrar under 
the Land Registration Act, 1925, shall be instituted in the 
Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice by originating 
summons, complying in form with the requirements of 
paragraph (3) of Rule 144 of Order LV, and shall be heard 


ss. se 


(a) S.R, & O. 1925, No. 810. 
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To the readers of ‘‘ The Solicitors’ Journal.’’ 








TO 


out of debt. 


other nervous disorder. 











You have doubtless read of the position of hospitals and agree with the findings of the “Cave” 
Commission that the Voluntary Hospitals must continue, as such. 


FOCUS YOUR ATTENTION 


on one Hospital worthy of assistance, the Committee of this Hospital beg to inform you that the 
published figures show it is economically managed, that in the past 20 years the number of 
patients has increased from 930 to 5,485 ; in consequence, its expenditure has increased from 
£4,042 to £13,678, but in spite of this, by means of energetic propaganda, it has remained 
These facts, coupled with the knowledge that the Hospital is constantly 
investigating disease, training medical men and nurses, should make their own appeal, and 


THE DECIDING FACTOR MAY BE 


that you or some of your relatives or friends may have suffered from some form of paralysis or 


CONTRIBUTIONS would be gratefully acknowledged by the SECRETARY, HOSPITAL FOR EPILEPSY 
AND PARALYSIS, MAIDA VALE, W. 














and determined by a single Judge of that Division nominated 


from time to time either generally or in any particular 


instance for that purpose by the Lord Chancellor. 

7. Every appeal to the High Court of Justice from an 
order of a County Court made under that Act shall be 
instituted in the Chancery Division by originating notice of 
motion, and shall be heard and determined by a Divisional 
Court constituted by two Judges of that Division nominated 
from time to time either generally or in any particular 
instance for that purpose by the Lord Chancellor. 
V.—General. 

8. The determination of every appeal under this Orde 
shall be final unless leave to appeal is given by the Court 
determining the same or the Court of Appeal. 

9. Every notice of motion or summons originating on 
appeal under this Order shall state the grounds of appeal. 
No grounds other than those so stated shall (except with 
the leave of the Court hearing the appeal and on such terms 
as such Court may think just) be allowed to be taken by the 
appellant at the hearing of the appeal. The date mentioned 
in the notice or summons for the hearing of the appeal shall 
be not less than 14 days after the service of the notice or 
summons. 

10. Every appeal under this Order shall be brought 
within 21 days of the order, decision or award appealed 
against or within such extended time as the Court hearing 
the appeal may think fit to allow. 

11. The ordinary practice and Rules in the Chancery 
Division shall in so far as the same are not inconsistent with 
this Order apply to proceedings under this Order. 

12. The costs of every appeal under this Order and of the 
proceedings connected therewith and of any proceedings 
giving rise to the appeal shall be in the discretion of the 
Court determining the appeal. 

9.—(a) In Rule 138 of Order LV the figures ‘‘ 1925” shall 
be substituted for the figures ‘* 1893.” 

(6) Rule 13B so amended shall stand as Rule 14B. 

10. In Rule 23 of Order LXI the words ‘‘ (¢) the Registrar 
of judgments ”’ shall be omitted. 

11. The Settled Land Act Rules, 1882, shall be annulled. 
” 12. The Rules which were made by the Supreme Court 
Rule Committee under the Act for the Abolition of Fines and 





Recoveries, 1833, and came into operation on the 31st 
December, 1882, shall be annulled. 

13. These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme 
Court (Law of Prope rty and other Acts), 1925, and shall come 
into operation on the Ist day of January, 1926; and the Rules 
of the Supreme Court, 1885, shall have effect as amended by 
these Rules. ‘ 

Dated the 22nd day of September, 1925, 

Cave, C, 
COUNTY COURT, ENGLAND, 
COURTS AND DISTRICTS. 

THe County Court Districts (MARKET BosworTH) ORDER 

1925. DATED SEPTEMBER 30, F925. 
I, George Viscount Cave, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, by virtue of section 4 of the County Courts Act, 
ISSS, (@) as amended by section 9 of the County Courts Act, 
1924, (b) and of all other powers enabling me in this behalf, do 
hereby order as follows : 

1. The holding of the ¢ ounty Court of Leicestershire held 
at Market Bosworth shall be discontinued, and the Parishes set 
out in the first column of the Schedule to this Order (being 
the Parishes constituting the District of that Court) shall be 
transferred to, and shall form part of, the County (Court 
Districts set. opposite their names respectively in the second 
column of that Schedule. 

2. The County Court of Lacie este rshire he ld at Ashby de la- 
Zouch shall have jurisdiction te deal with all proceedings which 
shall be pending in the said court held at Market Bosworth 
when this Order comes into operation. 

3. The Parish of Higham-on-the-Hill shall be detached 
from, and shall cease to form part of, the District of the County 
Court of Leicestershire held at Hinckley, and shall be trans- 
ferred to, and shall form part of, the District of the County 
Court of Warwickshire held at’) Nuneaton. 

4. In this Order ‘‘ Parish ’’ shall have the same meaning 
as in the County Courts (Districts) Order in Council, 1899, (ec) 
provided that the boundaries of every Parish mentioned in this 
Order shall be those constituted and limited at the date of this 
Order. 


(a) 51-2 V. ¢. 43. (b) 14-5 G. 5. ¢, 17. (c) 8.R. & O, 1899, No, 178, 
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6. This der may be cited as the ounty ou Distric e e > ° , 
(Market  ieeter h) Order, 985. ot ‘hall oie renege st tt Solicitors Managing Clerks 


on the Ist day of November, 1925, and the County Courts 
( Districts) Order in Council, 1899, as amended, shall have effect 


as further amended by this Order. 
Dated the 30th dav of S« pte miber, 1925. 


( ‘ 
Schedule. 

Parishe County Court District 
Bilston. Atherstone. 
Sibson. \therston 
Bagworth. Ashby-de-la-Zouch 
Barleston Ashby-de-la-Zouch 
Barton in the Bear Ashbv-de-la-Zouch 
Carlton Ashby-de-la-Zoucl 
Conyerstor Ashby-de-la-Zoue!l 
Gopsall. Ashby-de-la-Zouch 
Ibstock. Ashby de-la-Zouch 
Nailston. Ashby-de-la-Zouch 
Odston. Ashby de-la-Zouch. 
Shackerston Ashbv-de-la-Zouch 
Stanton under Bardon Ashby-de-la-Zouch 
Desford Leicester, 

Newbold Verdon Lwicester, 
Thornton Leicester, 
Cadeby. Hinekley. 
Dadlington. Hinckley. 
Kirkby Mallory. Hinckley. 
Osbaston. Hinckley. 
Peckleton Hinckley. 
Stapleton Hinckley. 
Sutton Chevie | Hinckley. 
Market Bosworth Nuneaton. 
Shenton. Nuneaton. 
Upton. Nuneaton 





Correspouidence. 


Shipping Cases, 


Sir,—In your issue of the 20th August there is an artiel 


on Shipping Cas which, havin heen away. [ have onli 


just had the opportunity of reading 
I hope vou will permit me to po nt out that the note 


the case of Burge v. Cunard Co., AL TLR. 75,in that artiel 


is not altogether accurate 
It says that the Court of Appeal held that since t 
failed to go to her origi il destination. Ode 1. there w 


deviation which prevented reliance from being placed on th 


contractual terms contained in the bill of lading nd put 


vessel under the liability of a common carrier 


t} 


If this had been ther deel on thy Court of (pp. 7 would 


have been clisa sreeing witli Re vlatt J who held that 


a 
the parties had mutually agreed that the vessel should a 
to Batoum instead of Ode i, all the terms contained in the 
original bill of lading contract must be taken as applying t 
the altered vovage 

The Court of Appeal, however, adopted Rowlatt, J ev 
on this pont, but held that by passing on to Novoro ] 
beyond Batoun there wa i deviation, not on the original hut 
on the altered voyag and that the hipowners wer therefor 
liable. The deviation iccord ‘ly | id nothing to do with th 


original vovage to Ok ssa Furthe i the effect of deviation 


is not simply to put the obligations of a common carrie! 


to the shipownet! In Tespe t of the deviated vovage 


The result is in fact to make the shipowner absolutely liabl 


for loss or damage, unless he can show that (A) the loss or dan 


ag 


Association. 


LAW OF PROPERTY ACTS LECTURE, 
By Mr. A. F. TOPHAM, K.C., 
On Wepwnespay, Mra Ocroper, 1925 
[Verbatim Report.| 


blishers of this Journal.) 


(Copyright by the Proprietors and I e Jou 

Mr. Gittiam: Gentlemen, before we ask Mr. Topham to 
he good enough to give us his first lecture, [ should like to 
iv these lectures were organised by the Solicitors’ Managing 
Clerks’ Association in pursuance of a policy which has been 
irriedk on for the past thirty-three years. It has organised 
lectures for its member throughout th whole of that period, 
[he Act white h Mr Topham l fone to be good enough to 
explain presently are of such far-reaching importance—and 
more particularly to managing clerks—that we thought it 
was the duty of the Association to endeavour to educate 


managing clerks in these Ac ts, and consequently these lectures 
were undertaken and organised. Then we found that no other 
organisation of any kind was contemplating the holding of 
lectures and we had requests from non-members to be allowed 
to attend our lectures, and consequently we engaged this 
hall with the idea of accommodating not only members but 
non-members "he demand for permission to attend these 
lectures was so enormous that by the end of July last we had 
to refuse admission to any further non-members of the 
Association. Since then. manv hundreds have been turned 
away I am very sorry for that lam sorrv also we could not 
have got a bigger hall, but the Council has under consideration 
the holding of a further series of lectures in the new vear, 
and in coming to a decision on that question they would be 
considerably helped if they knew from members here, and 
from others, whether there was a demand for a further course 
ind so if any of vou care to communicate with the Secretary 





and uggest the holdine of a further course it would verv 


ure itly assist u 

There is only one other thing that | want to say ; that 
while organising the lectures we had a number of enquiries as 
to whether we should have the lectures taken down and 
printed That would have been too big a task for the 
(ssociation, and therefore we have disposed of the copyright 
| to the Proprietors of Tur Soircrrors’ JouRNAL, and the lectures 
will be published rerbatim in that Journal each week. so vou 
will be saved the trouble of taking notes. 

With that, gentlemen, il will ask Mr Topham to be good 
enough to give us the first of his series of lectures.  ( {pplause.) 

Mr. A. F. Torpnam: Mr. President and Members of the 
Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association, and other Gentlemen : 
| am very pli ised and flattered to see such a large and 
distinguished aucienes It fills me with alarm, because [ 
think vou may he expecting too much. Lam not now 
L practising conveyance! and vou must not « Xpect me to deal 
with all sorts of conundrums which you have been working 
ut on the more compli ited sections of the (ct l do not 





think you want me to do that now. There is a way in which 
you, gentlemen, In your branch of the profession, can obtain 
the assistance of those in the other branch, with mutual profit 
to both branches In those connections | am somewhat 
limuted All IT can hope to do is to lay before you In outline 


was due to one of those causes from the effect of whiel | what I conceive to be tl objects of these Acts, and what in 


! : 
common carriers are exen pted from habilitv, and (1 , 


loss or damage must have in any event occurred had the ve 
not deviated from her contractual vovage (se« Vorrisoy 
Shaw Savill, 1916, 2 K.B. 783) 

This miscones ption 2s to the effect of deviation is somewl 


prevalent, ey that I trust you will pardon my writing to pot: 


it out. 
3. Dr. Johnson’s-building R.S. D. CHoriey. 


The Tk mple, K { { 


l 


} 
el 


\ 


at 


t 





practice one will have to do, There is one circumstance that 


has Inspired me to be bold enough to appear before you and 
try and talk about these Acts, and that is that T have been 
fortunate ene ugh to take part in many of the committees 
which have been in a sense responsible for, at anv rate, the 
outlines of the big changes that are to be effected by this Act, 
ind it has been a verv great advantage to me to meet on these 
committees not onls lawvers but also lavmen country 


solicitors London solicitor and perhaps the best known 
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conveyancing counsel of Lineoln’s Inn, and hear their views 
on these subjects, and to see what it is that this legislation 
ought to aim at. That gives one an insight into what is 
intended by the Act, and it gives one what I hope I may be 
able to communicate to you, a sort of friendly feeling towards 
these Acts of Parliament. (Laughter.) They are so long, 
and apparently so complicated, that one has a kind of nervous 
feeling in approaching them, as if they might let one down into 
all sorts of traps, but when one can get at the bottom of what 
is intended in the statute I think that will help us very much 
in dealing with them when we have to deal with them in 
practice. 
The start of this legislation came from Lord Birkenhead, 
who really gave the initiative in appointing first of all a 
committee, which was presided over by Sir Leslie Scott: 
and that committee was appointed with a view of 
considering what methods could be adopted, or could be 
suggested, for facilitating the transfer of land. One knows 
though I believe conveyancing counsel are not supposed to be 
credited with much knowledge on this subject—that the 
majority of titles which are investigated, the majority of 
conveyancing, is a simple matter; there is only perhaps in a 
small number of cases where you do get complications and 
difficulties, which really ought not to exist; but the great 
defect —and I think it was recognised by all the persons who 
attended these committees and gave evidence—the great 
defect of our law of land is that there are many unnecessary 
complications, and those complications will turn out not only 
in the big estates, where there is plenty of money and you can 
afford to pay something to the lawyers to investigate the title, 
but they will turn up sometimes in a very small estate, with a 
result that either, as frequently happens, the lawyers have to 
do some very heavy difficult work at a very insufficient fee 
or else, if the lawyer is to be reasonably remunerated, the cost 
is out of all proportion to the value of the estate; but not 
only that, but, as one knows, when one has got through all 
that trouble and investigated the title, and the purchaser for 
some reason se'ls again in a short time, the whole thing has to 
be gone through again in most cases. I think those cases are 
perhaps small in number compared to the bulk of conveyancing 
that goes through, and it is this that gives a bad name to 
conveyancing among the public; when a person fights for a 
small purchase he has to pay a large amount of money for 
purchase fees. The idea gets about it is hopeless to buy land 
and it costs much too much. That is the idea that one feels 
that if it possibly can ought to be removed. One some- 
times hear the question asked, ‘‘ Who gets any good out of this 
last legislation that has taken place ?”’ It has been said, 
“Is this a sort of lawyers’ endowment scheme ?” (Laughter.) 
“ Or is it going to result in ruin to the legal profession ? ”’ 
Personally, I do not think it will have either effect ; but what 
1 know is that all persons, lawyers and others, who took 
part in these committees were striving their very best to 
make a better system in the interests of the public; all the 
lawyers and people of every kind that we came across in these 
committees I am sure put that interest in front of any idea 
of the interest of the profession. At the same time I think in 
the end this legislation will benefit both the public and the 
profession. I cannot say I am so hopeful for the next few 
years, because it must be, with legislation of this kind, that there 
will be difficulties and complications—particularly during the 
transition period—which will not be to the benefit of the 
public. Iam afraid there will be much more expense incurred 
in conveyancing in the next few years than there has been for 
some time past, and it is only in years to come that the public 
wil benefit ; but, of course, where the public loses some of us 
may possibly benefit. (Laughter.) That cannot be helped. 
rhe idea that permeated all these committees that were trying 
to discover some way of improving matters was this, that you 
ought, if possible, to reduce the unnecessary compli ations ; 
the law of land and the conveyancing of land in the nature of 


things cannot be entirely simple, but one ought to make it as 
simple as possible, and it is well known that our law of land 
is far from being as simple as possible. It is full of all sorts 
of complications, which you know well enough. That being 
recognised as the evil on the first committee we had to deal 
with, there were two rival theories which came to the front. 
It is rather interesting to note that the lay mind, the people 
like accountants and business people who were on the com- 
mittee or who gave evidence and I rather include among 
those the common lawyers—all came with the pre-conceived 
notion that the one remedy was compulsory registration of 
title. It seemed so simple; why not register the title just 
like you do stocks and shares? But the solicitors and the 
conveyancing counsel all came rather with a pre-conceived 
idea in the opposite direction—that compulsory registration of 
title was not the remedy. Both were discussed very fully, 
and as a result the report of that committee resulted in a sort 
of compromise, a compromise on these lines : whether you are 
going to have compulsory registration or whether you are 
going on with the old system, you can improve both systems 
very much by simplifying the law. Simplify the law, then 
try the old system side by side with the compulsory registration 
of the County of London for a period—the period selected was 
to be at least ten years—and then see whether there is any 
need for a change, whether the old system with a simplified 
own. That was the 
putting it 


law will not be able to hold its 
recommendation of the Leslie Scott Committee, 
very shortly. 

| just want to say a few words on the history of this legisla 
tion showing how it came about that these committees were 
appointed and this legislation was passed—and this is not 
only a matter of academic interest; I think it helps one to 
understand very much better what the Acts are aiming at 
when you know why it was that they were introduced. First 
of all, of course, one knows that the Land Iransfer Acts were 
passed with a view of trying registration of title; as an 
experiment it was made compulsory in the County of London. 
After that had been going on for some time it was questioned 
whether it could not be extended and made compulsory over 
the whole of the country, and with a view of ascertaining 
whether it had been a success or not a Royal Commission was 
appointed—-I see in my syllabus I state L911; that is a 
mistake ; it was appointed in 1909. Lord St. Albans was at 
the head, and it contained such names as \W armington, Sam 
Evans, Buckmaster, Cave and Gregory,——a very strong body, 
and they reported that there were still many defects in the 
system of compulsory registration in the County of London, 
and certain amendments should be made, and a further 
experimental period should be allowed to run; but what 
contained the germ of the subsequent legislation was this : 
evidence was given before them by many persons, by well- 
known conveyancers and others, to this effect, that the only 
way to make registration of title at all simple, or to make tlu 
transfer of land at all simple, was to make the law itself more 
simple, but they could not report in favour of that cours 
because It did not come within their re ference as a Commission 
However that was in the minds of the authorities, and it led 
to the appointment of the Leslie Scott Committee ; but 
before that took place | ought to mention what are called 
Lord Haldane’s Bills, and Sir Philip Gregory was, I think, 
very largely responsible for the drafting of those. They 
proposed to introduce a new system of conveyancing, intro- 
ducing what has often been called the Curtain Principle, 
and they really proposed to bring in rather a ¢ omplicate d NEW 
system which very likely would have worked very well if 
people got used to it. but nobody seemed to like it, and it fell 
to the ground. It was based rather on the idea that as in 
registered land a proprietor can deal with the land and no 
questions need be ask: d beyond that, so that vou should have 
in ordinary conveyancing some person who is a sort of certified 
landowner who can sell the land subject to certain safeguards, 
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and that a pure! iser should not have to be concerned with 
what I think were called minor interest Those Bills did not 
eventuate into an Act of Parliament; they were, for the time 
being in draft The Leshe Seott Committee wa appointed 
really by Lord Birkenhead, under | inttiat and out 
reference There rfectly wide reference given 
to it to consider how 1 transfer of land ould by 
facilitated, and all ground vere Open to ou consider 
in that way Phe most valuabl uvvestion that cale 
before that comiunitter Vu one Which cul from 
Sir Arthur Underhill, and he produced what he called 
“hus little Bill He ery fond of lu Bill 

That little Bill really did nothing much more than this. He 
said the yvreat difficulty here is that vou have got three 
systems of land la ou have vot the law which relates to 
freehold with compli ited provisions about particular tates 


and all sorts of 


You 


statutes of uses and contingent remainder 


difficult thinuys which have no need to be there at all 


have the law relatn to leaseholds o1 perso! il interests in 
land. That vers mple: no estates: a person Is) an 
absolute owner on a term of veat just as he the absolute 
owner of stocks or share Then vou have a third system. 
copyhold quite different agan t miuay be yvood, but 
quite different: as well as having vartous kinds of customs 
There is no necessity to have all those three different kinds 
of law applying to land, and the simple thing would be to 


o chattel 
also apply to both of the 


say that the real-— personal 


| t 
land leasehold hall 


Interests In 


others, that to suy enfranchised copyhold by turning them 
into freehold, and then say that thu present law which relates 
to terms of year hall apply wu very respect to real estate, 
except that of course the term of years 1 terminable, and fee 
luiple is perpetual He tia very nice short little Act of 
Parliament, or Bill. to introduce that big chanu The result 


rhill 


iuvhten 


put this problem in 
aid about the rule 
enough to put it In 


it’ did 


of that was that Sir Arthur Unde 
au nutshell, but, as Lord MeN 
in Shelley's Case: it eu 
a nutshell, but ditheult to keep ait there and 
stay there very lony When the main prin ple had 
been accepted, as it was, as based on Sir Arthur Underhill’s 
little Bill to drafta Bill really giving effect 
to ¢ veryvthing wi and that task was entrusted 
to Sir Benjamin Cherry When the Bill emerged from his 
hands there was not left of the nutshell. (Laughter) 
He had elaborated a very great deal—I am not for the moment 


“ying 


not 


it became net 


want dl to do 


unnecessarily, because when vou to apply a 
very simple idea like Sir Arthur Underlull’s and 
elaborate it into a proper Act of Parliament all sorts of 
| dealt’ with 


come 


be gin to 


complications occur to vou which have to be 


but not only did he deal 


Haldane 


rather 
think 
celebrated 


with these complication but bie 
Bill rele l and it wa hie | 


+} 


went back to the 
ivi now b COLL 
| think yy rhap that those 


attracted too much attention to them- 


really who introduced what h 
Curtain provisions into tl \ct 


Curtain provisions have 


elves and have rather swamped what was the one idea, at any 
rate in our minds, of this new legislation, namely to simplify the 
law by assimilating the law of real and personal property, 


etofrules for all kinds of 
‘ of 


abolishing copyhold and) ike or 
leg slation 


property To vet a proper persp iv 
please bear in mond that that a big change that the Curtain 


at deal 
occur they oceur very 


and 


to effect They 
ol attention d fheulties 
largely in the matters relating to the Curtain prov 


provisions are unable attract a gr 


and where 


more particularly the transitional provisions which have to take 


until the new ystem really ets to work Just to show 


plac 
consid red and which 
Pro 
done with 


vou the sort of 


pou t whic 


really made it nece iry to Curtain sions on 
to the simpli dea Just cor sider what had to be 
regard to setth of land The 
particular estates In freehold land : 


3 to be only 


ment idea is tl it there are no 


no legal 


longer to by 
estates for life, and things of that kind, and ther 





f ! 
u& lee sitipte ¢ tu 


concerned Now 

Of course if vou followed the analogy of leaseholds or of stocks 
ind shares the sin pl thing would be to vest the fee siz ple 
hen deal wit! thy that the tenant 
disappear altogether and not 
Phat I think would ha 


le val estate is 


settlement ? 


» far as the 


' 
‘ ' 


ime ire 


t holds s 


what are vou to do with a 


mn trustees prope rty 


for life and all the benefielarts 


be seen or referred to by a purchaser 


been quite the mplest thing to do but the drawback to 
that was that it was thought atany rate bys iany member af 
the committer and persol who wave ey dence bn fore 

comnitter that it would not suit the ordinary tenant for 


\ tenant for life is used to being tl 


to do everyth 


d of the 


life unde! a settlement 
freeholder. beingable 


ing in the way of making 


leases and being property, and it was thought it 


would be rather artificial to put him entirely in the back 
yround, upsetting the whole scheme of the Settled Land Act 
which has worked so well, and allowing the trustees entire 

to take his place, so, as an alternative it was suggested 


f 


Well, you must vest the fee sin ple in the tenant for life: 
him the leg Then he can sell the land 
uny of that k nd, not because he has special 
powers give but because he is the tenant 
in fee simple.’ Of course you must have checks upon him, as 
you have in the Settled Land Act, and the chee k will be much 
the same, that at least two trustees, and vou 
must see that any capital money, and so on, is paid to those 


make il estate ownel 
and do ‘ vervtl 


statutory n to him 


you must have 


trustes The result is that with regard to Settled Land— 
and a great bulk ol the Levislation of course deals with 
Settled Land you have got a system now which amount 


really to this: you have got a kind of unofficial registration ; 
under the new system the idea is that the purchaser shall look 
at a particular document, a short document, alone, and he will 
ee there that a certain person Is an estate owner having the 
fee simple vested in him. He may also see that certain persen 
are trustees of a settlement of that land for the purposes 
of the Settled Land Act, and that vives him a 
certified or guaranteed estate owner and a certified 
or guaranteed set of trustees. It is not guaranteed quite in the 
way as it is under the Land Transfer Act, where tli 
State pays if there is a mistake made—or it is supposed to do 
so. (Laughter). But it is guaranteed in this way that the 
purchaser is not concerned to trouble himself whether that 
He nay assume that that person 


document 


almeo t 


Sa Lie 


statement is correct or not. 
who appears in the document to be the estate owner is th 
estate owner, and he may assulne the trustees are the trustes 

and if there is anything wrong with it he is not the one to suffer. 
Then as a result of that of course the Act of 1922 was passed, 
which is appropriately—or was appropriately—called Lord 
Birkenhead’s Act. It will be noticed that in the syllabu 
| have nowhere referred to Lord Birkenhead’s Act, and the 
reason Was’ that Lord Birkenhead was the prime 
mover in getting this all through it seems rather a pity to 
label as Lord Birkenhead’s Act an Act of Parliament which 
is almost entirely repealed. One feels that the present 
legislation the slix new consolidated Acts ought to be called 
the Birkenhead Acts. That Act was passe din accordance with 


although 


the recommendation of the Leslie Scott Committee. an 
drafted—and of course most ably drafted—by Sir Benjar 
Cherry He has done an enormous amount of work, and most 


wonderful work, and if some of us find his work complicated, 
I think that a great deal of it, if not all of it, is due to the con 
plication of the subject with which he had to deal; but after | 

had drafted that most difficult and complicated Act, the Law 

Property Act, 1922, his task did not stop there By the hy 
I ought of course to state this, that the Law of Propert) 
Act, 1922 gave effect to the big change reco! 
mended in the that | have mentioned, it combined ot le 
law There 
Conveyancing Act that had 
time, which everybody realised ought to be made ; there were 


not ol ly 


way 


the were amendments olf 


outstanding for on 


amendments of 
bec lh 


amendments of the Settled Land Act, which everybody 
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ipproved as far as | know: amendments of tl l'ru 
Acts, and certain ame lments of the Land 

ul been recommended by the Rovai Commission and had m 
at that time been carried into effect. Now | 


uuld have beet impler, or looked simpler, if all thos 
wen passed in different statut and the Law of Proj 
Act, 1922, had cor ‘do t big ¢ mad 


Parlia ntal | ot id g 
rough in thi I it { ri 

might the Law of Pro Act, 1922 CO 

reas thie wtual ’ ‘ ot | 

Ve! lara \V L, I ro \ 

ugh the House of Lord vu ted out t 
Vas going te lea I i i t 

stance vou would e Vv Settled L ad A 
hen they were very often referred to Part 2, | 


of the 


Law ot Prop 
» work the law ip 


before the Act would tal bene Lb lid 
or codified and the Settled Land Aet lo tinnc 

sether, and the Conve cing Act part put tos 

oOo ind Sir Benya i 4 I ! t to » alo 
lt nk he found that a I us t } tw \\ 
( e to co dl I a 0 a >a 
dl r tiv cpu tion of consolidatiol niak yr a ort aig 
ot the varlou tatut t found 

all points where tf old law did not quite fit 

law, and \ I f you yng to carry out 

of assimilation of t law of real and personal pr 

Lust make slight « ianhy either in the one or the ot 
had not occurred to one until began to V and consolida 


the whole thing; and so ano I ! ‘ a] 
presided over by Mr. Justice Romer. 1 was fortunate enoug 
to sit on that too, and our reference vy to consid 
amendments wert ry for { Ur] consolid 


ot points cropped ! n t rocess of t! u 

one statute cont adicting nother: ar | one curious t 
yout the consolidat this, that all this consolid 
is more or | lone { is by Sir Benj ( 

his assistants d B din the Bills, t 

OL ¢ ich clau dl id con iromo ! 
nad til \\ ( a 
omplic toa ind cLittbeu wa Il d t 

L think ! i d (ct | yu {raf 
is rat r cithy ilt to u ad na na \ al \\ 

cannot understand t ection vhat do you ] 


for?” Sir Benjamin said : Look t rei yi 
will find that is an Act of 1865 r something 

had never heard of (laughter). It is extraordinary w 
lot of legislation Our | , Wi 
tained so) ry | irned pel ons, had n ver heard of it ata 
Phe Committee was that we found that tl 

were many things that had to be considered, and some qu 
important changes had to be made in the law as passed 
in the 1922 Act or in the old existing For instan 

f you are going to assimilate the law of real and personal 
property you ought to do it thoroughly, and you get thi 
sort of thing cropping up: take priority of mortgay: 

7 


ymumittee which ce 


theory: Wis. 


result of tl 


] 
i 


and charges; you know t law relating tot priority of 
mortgage ind charges as regards I lestate and lat l T 
different from the law relating to such irit } 
property is personalt So the Comm had to 

up its mind whether it would recommend w her 

relating to real estate would apply to personalty o1 
versa, and in some cases recommended one and in so ( 


1 
t deal of t ch ; Which f made 


the other, and a g 
after the 1922 Act, 


incorporated in the 1925 legislation, 


iu tI fa t ha \ l l } ! ] ire to make 
) UF ’ le thing work J r and to get the assimilation 
| rking property Mir ) R did a tremendous 


| amount of good work there, and work done by him and with 
issistance of his Co t ide t Acts very much 
| ple than t rv wuld have been. I do not 
to cial I I t 4 i \ ought to 
rh ( vy and Tes] y really 
1 vith Sir Benjar ( rv and | i i » far 
| as the draf concer . is one thing I ought to 
| varn you about s y way know it already, but 
t is rather a « | \ w that those kc new Bill 
w A is th no Settled I L Ae nel >on 
| th have taken t ft Law of Property A 1922 ; 
| the 1922 Act has b led, but certain parts of it still 
it lain (Laughtet t } hap untortunats but | 
| b e aga rtant to do thn in the 
Va that wou | yo best I ugh Parlia ent, the Part i) 
ind 6 which enfranchised all copy! ds and made provisions 


| rr compensatlo I i the reason being partly that, 
when that change t k eftlect once and for all in the course 
| of vears there will not be any necessity to refer to it, but 
perhaps one f Isa pity that the whole thing could not have 

| been repealed right but what is rather worse, I think 
| than that is that part of Part 7 has been repealed and part 
ind When you it the list of repeals you will find that 
( ection of Part 7 remai ind that is with regard to 
renewable leasehold but that ection rete! to a whole 
hedule, and if you ar it careful you may overlook the 
fact that the whole of that part in 71 till part of the law 


art of the 1922 Act has been 
hat is the history of this legislation, and if | may I will 
to be the 
to do and 
to do in consequence of how 
made more diflicult 
1t 1s obvious 
will be very much more 
et of laws, and there 


summarise what in my view 1s likely 


legislation, what we shall hav 
be eth r | thtened Ol 
l am bound to say { 

that the task of all convevancers 


difficult. We hay 


or the tim being ot course 


» FOT TO tudy a new 








| 


are bound to be one or two questions they are cropping up 
ow—all sorts of difficult’ questions which will arise, and 
especially with regard to the transition period. It is very 
lifficult to change from a system of settlement by particular 
tate, for instance, to a system under which the tenant for life 
} om the fee ) »wner, the estate owner, without produ . 
rcertain al int of difficulty, and Lam afraid that from the 
beginning of next year, at any rate for some little time, ther 
be som ire of a little chaos until ever 
mdy gets t Let ng oper! and | ive no doubt 
that it will be nee ry to amend the pre legislation in 


irious points because nobody could possibly have foreseen 
ll the difficulties that may occur; it is a stupendous task, 


d I really do not know how Sir B njamin Cherry hia 
irvived it at all, and it wonderful what has foreseen, 
but I am prett t is bound to be—that one or two 
point have b n ver! | ad by |} ort conunittees which 


but if one loo further afi ld and co! I if 


going to 


ypen when that transition period passed and the Act 
perhaps has got amended and people have got familiar with 
it—let us consider just in outline what will be the result, 
With regard to dev title, what differe: t going to 
ke? O 1 ta pl I ) 

! iny dealing 


Liber I ail t 
cour t Lt ¢ i I ry 

vl being luced { fe t irs 
ind | Suppo that will not mak tv feat pract al 
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difference ina laru nut iber atanyv rate of sm ill convevance Ss, 
because people have as a rule been prepared to accept for 


many vears a length of title for somewhere about thirty years 
or even less of course sone Cases Wwe know very much lk Tt 


but where the new law will have a great advantage there 1s 


this. We know that where a purchaser is content to Lecept 


less than the full period of forty vears from the good root of 


title, he isrunninga risk perhap ind he does not always know 
} 


it, but he is running a serious risk that there may be some 


outstanding equit ible interest which he does not hear about: 
and under the doctrine of constructive notice, as you know, 


if he does not investigat the full )) riod allowed by law he 


f+ 


acquires construct ve notice of that equity [In course of me, 


that risk will be very much diminished, first of all because the 


pe riod is reduced to thirty vears, and the law will in future 


be that where a person goe back to the thirty vears he is not 
to have constructive notice of anything which took place 
before that. Again under the new system almost every 


conceivable equity willin future have to be registered There 
is no general provision in the Act that a purchaserof thu legal 
estate in fee simple need not trouble about equities so long 
as he looks at the register or has a search made, but in practice 
it will come to that [ think, so far as I can ascertain from 
looking at the Act, Sir Benjamin Cherry has thought out 
every conceivable kind of equitable charge or interest, 
restricted covenants, and things like that which might be 
lying in wait for the unwary purchasers, and he has grouped 
them under various heads and called them land charges, and 
in the new register at the Office of Land Registry all these 


As soon as the Act is 


properly going, a puri haser buying a legal estate in fee simple, 


things will be entered as land charges 


or a person who upon the deeds appears to be the tenant in 
fee simple, will be pretty well safe from finding this effect 
of constructive notice if he dor nothing more than make 
the usual searches. I have been told 
it is true—that in country cases particularly the searches 
there often are not made (Laughter ) Well, if thal ts so, 


I do not know whether 


I daresay it is all right, but it will not do in future, because 
practically evervthing will go on the register, and when you 
take what are called the usual searches they will include very 
many more things than were included before : but this is only 
my own view of the effect of the Act, which is perhaps a little 
complicated to work out with regard to those notices of 
equities and so o1 I think, in substance, you will find that 
after the Act has been working for some time the person who 
gets the fee imple from the man who has the estate on the 
deeds and who make the usual search 
no risk of getting constructive notice of adverse equities 
It it works in that wav it will be of great assistance In advising 
on title. Then again, of course, copyholds will have dis 


will practically run 


appeared. I know some people rather reuret that: ome say 
that the copyhold system was much the best, that vou have a 
nice little legal system of registration on the court rolls, and 
It may have been the best system, 


it is a pity to have it go 
not adopted univel ally. 


and, if sO, perhaps a pity if was 
though perhaps it would be very difficult now, b 
rate, in many titles it no doubt complicates and lengthens the 
abstract and questions to be considered when you have part 
freehold and part copyhold, and it makes things more difficult. 
When you get into anything at all difficult about copyholds 
they are the most difficult questions that could possibly arise. 
So that that alone will no doubt simplify a certain number of 
titles. Of course, the biggest change of all when one gets used 
to it will be this, that all the complicated law with regard 
to particular estates of freehold, the old Statute of Uses and 
executory interests, and all the 


it at any 


contingent remainders 
difficulties which may arise under those will disappear. Of 
course, there are not very many titles where they crop up, 
but when you come across the few occasions it does happen 
that you find a mistake has been made ina title. this very 


frequently is by reason of something to do with the contingent 





remainder which has failed under some ancient rule of law 
and people have not noticed it, and things ot that kind, and 
as soon as those are all done away with and you have not got 
to consider the rule in Shelley’s Case, and things of that kind, 
the pitfalls will be very much fewer, and that alone will be a 
lessening of the strain on people who have to investigate titles ; 
but of course the great change of all so far as the system of 
conveyancing goes is with regard to settlements. You have got 
settled land; I suppose the number of proportion of cases where 
you get settlements of land on the title is not very large, 
ancl it may be that the lengthy sections and ¢ omplicated pro- 
visions which deal with settlements in the Act will only affect 
a small number in proportion of the cases, but there is no 
doubt that it is there that we shall all have to read the Aet 
very carefully indeed, and it is there, | think, from what I have 
seen, we shall find that the main difficulties appear, but I do 


not think we ought thereupon to turn round and abuse the Act 
and say Whv h Ls all this been done,” because one knows 
th it thr Settled Land Acts. which ot course Were new some 


thirty or forty years ago, were something very new, and 
no doubt seemed pretty complic ited at the time, and one 
knows they have very much facilitated the transfer of land, 
and even the doctrine of compound settlement, which is, 
I think, very alarming to all except the expert conveyancers, 
has really facilitated transfer in enabling the persons to 
convey land free from incumbrances in a way that it could 
not have been done before. When one vets accustomed 
to this new conveyancing one of the most important things 
I think we shall find is that conveyancing by means of the 
doctrine of compound settlement has been robbed of most of 
its terrors: everything is made so simple that I think it is 
almost —if [ might say so—fool proof ; everything practically 
can be treated as compound settlement, and you can appoint 
trustees under compound settlement very easily, and they 
can convey in such a way that a purchaser can wash his hands 
of almost everything and look really to the estate owner and 
see if he has got the proper trustees. That, of course, one must 
deal with in greater detail later on, as to what you have to do 
with regard to this settlement, but [ want you just to bear this 
in mind that, although there were a lot of difficult questions 
arising in respect of settlement and adapting of the old law 
to the new, and that will only occur in a comparatively small 
number of cases, and you must not judge the whole of this 
vast legislation, this big change and large reform, by the 
difficulties which will probably occur for the time being in one 
branch 
and the one that will pleage conveyancers most in investigating 
title is the way estate and death duties are disposed of. They 
seem to be one of the most troublesome things. When you go 
to the end of an,ab tract of title, and say ~ that isdone,” you 
have to go back and see who has died and what duties are pay- 
able and whether they have been overridden. Then you have 
to have several requisitions about producing certificates and 
soon. That will be very much simpler I think from the fact 
that the charge of estate duty will become a land charge and 


I think perhaps one of the most beneficial changes, 


you will make the ordinary searches with regard to that, and 
if you do not find a charge there you need not trouble about it. 
That, I should think, would be rather a blessing to the 
conve yancer (Hear, hear). 

With regard to drafting documents in the future. Of course 
since 1881 a conveyance has been a very simple document ; 
when you come to consider the fac ility of land transfer there 
is nothing much you want to do to the conveyance itself. It is 
a very simple thing now. It is perhaps rather absurd that you 
have to use a limitation referring to his heirs, or fee simple, or 
referring to Statute of Uses. That has gone,and in that respect 
the conveyancing will be a little simpler, but there will be very 
littl change In the ac tual form of conveyancing. When you 
come to wills and settlements, of course, there the changes 
will be bigger, and there will be manv more things to be 


considered ; but, of course, in dealing with an Act of this kind 
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Solicitors’ 


The Annual Gen 
\ssociation was held at 
Kh. F. Knapp-Fisher 


) pre sided. 


annual report 
1.546 members, of 
iscribers; 105 ¢ 
and, in addition, 
Association had lost 
ath and 56 throug 
subscribers. The 
luring the year: £2 


under the will 


tors’ Company, 
und the joint efforts have 


, 
he above sum. 


nounted to £9,543 18s 
mm the general fund 
(3.023 15s. Od. to 


12s. 6d. to non 


was paid to 


Societies. 


Seorelarica—Reports of meetings, lectures, etc., 
current number, should reach the office not later than 4 p.m. Wednesday. 


Benevolent Association. 
ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING. 


of the Solicitors’ 


following lewa 


will of Mr. Kdward Wright 


rman, and £200 under the 


as per annum tothe As 


» made up as follows : 


rs and families of non-m 
: £30 to the ** Victoria Jubilee 
mnuity (1887); L60t 
£L0 to the 
6s. Sd. to the 


; £71 13s. 4d. to the recipient of the 





| unnuity. £240 was paid to per ners from the ‘* Victoria ’’ 
ension fund; £182 to annuitant inder the ** Kinderley ’’ 
ist; and three grants amounting to £129 from the ‘* Miss 
len Reardon’? b est; £LS00 to three recipients of the 
Wilton’? fund annuities ; and £350 to six recipients of the 
Andrew’’ fund annuities: tl total mount viven to 
mibers’” ¢ es bei L 1:31 . = nd to non-members, 
112 9s. 2d Phe benefaction f tl Association were in 
my cases the only 1 ul f support of the recipients. 
The CHAIRMAN, in m nh the adoption of the r port, said 
had been on the roll of solicitors more vears than he cared 
remember, and the lor he had been on the roll and the 
ore he had seen and mixed with members of the profession 
more he had been in sed with the larwe-heartedness and 
verosity of its mem It was a matter, therefore, of 
prise to him that the 1 mibers! Ip of the Societv was not 
nuch larger. Ile was quit ire it was so because manv who 
re not subscribers w inaware of the mecessities of the 
lation and of tl ! lv great work that was being done 
tmonust those who had t ht to expect them to help them 
ver the hard and stony wa which had become their lot. 
he heroism of some of the beneficiaries of the Association was 
emarkable ; during the last year, for example, in the case of 
daughters of solicitors ft Association had helped, the 
yplicants had not cor for tance until dire necessity had 
iventhem tothe step. In one « an applicant of seventy 
applied for the first time forty vears after her father had 
1. One of sixt ight had applied twenty-four vears after, 
und he had a list of twenty cases of ladies who had not asked 


assistance until from twenty-three to sixtv-two vears had 


elapsed from the time of the death of the breadwinner. Last 


ear fourteen applicants we over eighty vears of awe. 
Hlaving mentioned a number of typical cases of ladies who 
wuld have starved « ‘ t the workhouse but for the 
sociation, he refer if i feature of the Association which 
AVS wpypy led to his 1] fact that in suitable cases the 
ssoclation a stead im the ecdiucat mn of the children of 
deceased members of t profession, often with the happiest 
results, of which | ve everal example Ile would 
nestly impress upon the meeting the necessity for increasing 
number of the rants made and their amount; and he 
pealed to ment sto increase their subscriptions, and, to 
hose who were not sul bers, to add their names to the list. 
Sir NorMAN [fin nded the motion Ile said he felt 
imperative that t \ wiation should widen its 
, vities. TI proportion of Nicitor who were subs 
cribers was far too ll, but he believed tl was largely 
to the fact that the n ls of the Association were not 
ought sufficiently to their notice. It was not from want of 
bility that solicitors did no ibseribe, but simply that they 
vd not realised the I ite need t t existed for increased 
unds for the \ ’ t n 
fhe motion w cari 1 ureanir ust 
The directors el lected vere tl buditors, and 
eral votes of t IAS \ J ‘ ineludin om to the 
Lirman for | i 


Birmingham Law Students’ Society. 


The first Debat f tl Autumn Session (being the 1OS83rd 
linary Mecting of the Societ was held at the Law Library, 
ennetts Hill, on Thur a Sth October, at ro) p.m. This 
ok the form of a Joint Debat vith the Bristol Law Students’ 
ciety. The Chair was t n b P. W. Williams, Esq., 
rrister-at-Law., id there were thirty-four members and 
sitors present. Ihe ibjeet of d ussSIOn Was: ‘ 
‘That this lou lor the iner sing tendencies 
»wards State in rheren im pr if affairs.’’ 
The Hon. Secret Mr. A. W. Dickson), opened in the 
native, and wi ipported by Mr. ‘T. D. Corpe (Bristol), 
Mr. R. G. Perry (Birmi ! und Mr. EF. HHellings (Bristol) ; 
K. HE. Bain (Bristol) opened in the negative, and was 
supported by tl Llon | wurer of the Birmin ham Society 
Mr. N. HE. Duffell), Mr. C. G. Willoughby (Bristol) and Mr. M, 
. Taylor (Birmir Owing to lack of time, the Debate 
3 not thrown open | Lead $ having replied, the 
tirman put tl n { {} meetin ud the voting 
ulfed in le nmftort al t , and « teen for the 
ative. The motion 1 therefo lost The Debate 
; followed b 1b Su t the White Heo Restaurant, 
which there w t nt n entlemen present, 
Williams being in the Chair. Most of the gentlemen 
»were pr nt at the Supper then adjour d tothe Theatre. 


THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL, 


WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 


FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE Mipo._esex Hosprra., 


WaHieH IS URGENTLY IN NEED OF Funps ror irs Homans Wore. 
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Stock Exchange Prices of 
Trustee Securities. 


Bank Rate 4%. Next London a Exc hange Settlement. 


certain 


Thursday, 22nd October, 1925. 
MIDDLE INTEREST YIELD WITS 
PRICE Vig. RED EMP- 
' Oct — TION 


English Government Securities. £s.d £64 
Consols 24% ‘a es - oe 55} 410 6 _— 
War Loan 5% 1929.47 .. “e oe 00231417 € eis 
War Loan 44% 1925-45 a oe 0} 413 0/'417 ¢ 
War Loan 4% (Tax free) 1929-42 - GOL ts oO ¢ 40 0 
War Loan 34% Ist March 1928 os 9 312 0'415 0 
Funding 4% Loan 1960.90 as Sijxd 411 6 412 + 
Victory 4% Bonds (available for Estate 

Duty at par) ) Average life 35 years .. tp 460 48 0 
Conversion 44% Loan 1940-44 ee 97 412 6 416 6 
Conversion 34%, Loan 1961 ve ee 76} 412 ¢ 
Local Loan 3% Stock 1921 or after .. tio 412 0 - 
Bank Stock ee e° ee ee 252 415 0 
India 4§% 1950-55 .. .. 2) & 419 0 6 3 6 
India 34% ee se os oa “7% § 3 0 - 
India 3% .. ms “< se ae 7 6 3 6 — 
Sudan 44% 1939-73 oe oe ee 95 414 6 417 6 


Sudan 4% 1974 .. “< a“ as S7ixd 412 0 417 O 
Transvaal Government 3°, Guaranteed 


1923-53 (Estimated life 19 years) .. 80 $15 0 410 6 
Colonial Securities. 

Canada 3% 1938 ee ee os 8] 313 0 416 O 
Cape of Good Hope 4% 1916-36 o oI 4 t tio 6 
Cape of Good Hope 34% 1920.49 o- St) } 4 19 6 
Commonwealth of Australia 4}% 1940-60 99 416 6 418 O 
Jamaica 44% 1941-71 .. i aa 2) t | ( 417 0 
Natal 4% 1937 .. ‘a a “e 91 48 0'5 0 O 
New South Wales 44% 1935-45 ie 93} 416 6 6 6 
New South Wales 4% 1942-62 .. ee Sf 415 6 5 0 O 
New Zealand 44% 1944 ~~ on) 414 | $19 O 
New Zealand 4% 1929 .. és aa Mijxd 4 3 0 6 1 6 
Queensland 34° 1945 .. “e ae 7s] 490 6\:867 0 
South Africa 4% 1943-63 0 é 874 412 6 416 O 
8. Australia 34%, 1926.36 , os 86 416 6 60 
Tasmania 34%, 1920-40 .. a i 84} 430 61 0 
Victoria 4% 1940-60 ‘e os ‘a St} 415 0 419 ¢ 
W. Australia 44% 1935-65 oe oe 93) 416 0 418 ¢ 


Corporation Stocks. 
Birmingham 3% on or after 1947 or 


at option of Corpn. .. ee o- 64} 413 6 
Bristol 34% 1925-65 .. .. ..| 7s 411 6600 
Cardiff 34% 1935 sa aa we 88 ;19 6 656 O 6 
Croydon 3% 1940.60 ., = si 67} Q9o0;6 1 ®@ 
Glasgow 24° | 925-40 77 35 O 4h 6 
Hull 34% 1925-55 “a a a 77} 410 6 419 0 
Liverpool 34% on or after 1942 at 

option of Corpn. ee oa es 5} 41 0 —_ 
Ldn, Cty. 24% Con. Stk. after 1920 at 

option of Corpn. oe os es 53! 413 ¢ 
Ldn, Cty. 3% Con. Stk. after 1920 at 

option of Corpn, me 6 fit 0 - 
Manchester 3% on or fter 1o4L oe va} 413 6 
Metropolitan Water Board 3% ‘A’ 

1963-2003 ° oe oe oe I 414 0 415 O 
Metropolitan Water Board 3% ‘B’ 

1934 — ee : os ei 65] 412 0'413 Oo 
Middlesex C.C. 34% 192 7. a os 7 81} 46 6 419 6 
Newcastle 34° , irredeom able .. - 74) 414 0 _ 
Nottingham 39, yirredeemable .. -» 624xd 416 0 — 
Plymouth 3% 1920 60 .. 6s 48 0 419 0 

— Railway Prior Charges. 

. Western Rly. Debenture : SI) 418 0 = 
ct Western Riv. 5 Y Rent Ch arge .. at » Oo fF _- 

. Western Rly. 5° ym ea 4 5 Hf _— 
L North E astern R ly. © Debenture . . 79! oO ¢ — 
L. North Eastern igh ap eoennaree it 5 0 - 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4°; Ist Preference ra > 11 — 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4°, Debenture .. SI $19 ¢ oe 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4°, Guaranteed .. l _- 


L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4° Preference .. hy an oe = 


Southern Railway , Debenture - Le $19 — 
Southern Railway 5°, Guaranteed = Og) - 4 = 
Southern Railway 5%, Preference - 92 56 Oo { _ 


Obituary. 


Information intended for insertion in the 


later than Thursday morning 


current issue should reach us not 


THE LATE CLERK OF WEST HAM GUARDIANS. 


The West Ham Be | f G 


condolen with the family of Mr. 


who died 1 
due to overwork. 
Although Mr. Smith was only f 


DOLENCE, 


uardians passed a vote of 


Thomas Smith. their clerk 
illness which was large! 


wtv-six vears of age, he had 
ce in Poor Law administra- 


eer The ly twenty-live vears’ servi 

tion. He suceceded his father as clerk to the Ecclesall Board 

of Guardians when he was twenty-two years old, and was on 

of the voun ty to ha been appointed t bon ing oy ion 

In 1903 he w called to the Bar, and in September, 1907, he 
ppointed clerk to the West Ham Board. Mr. Smith was 


member of the Departmental 


Committee of the Local 


Government Board on the administration of out-relief which 
resulted in the issue of the Relief Regulation Order, 1911. 
When the war came he joined the Artists Rifles as a privat 
and wa commissioned in the Grenadier Guards. 

Among the responsible duties he assumed during his busy 
life was that of joint honorary secretary with the Town Clerk 
of Walsall of the Committee of Members of Parliament on the 
question of obt iy rants for necessitous areas. He was 
President in 1912 of the National Poor Law Officers \ssocla- 
tion. a member of the executive of the Poor Law Union 
Association and of the National Conference of Assessment 
Com tt 
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& Mi Ralph Bagnall B I 1-Wil 
| | Manor thou 


Sin 
ni I y-li i as ( 
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TT ‘ 1 oad Pe 
Wild il b in IS dl 
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192 1 
IRISH BOUNDAR 
The I h Bound C‘ommmisst 
f eviden in Ireland, but will 
for the pu f pwing up 
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m has comple 


WILD. 
|, Barrister-at-Law, died on 
Costock, Loughborough, 


nd onof Mr. William Kirby 


H-Wild in ISGS on succeed 
he late Mr. Samuel Bagnall- 
to Ruebon Scheol. 


W ent 
mbridge, where he was 
the college boat. In 1868 
nukr, and wv a pupil of 
Thomes Lewin. He wi 
mple in 1870, and practised 
rool S lOoMms. Vir. Bay 


, 
N ° 
e Notts County Education 


laughicr of Mr. R.A 
| . with one daughtei 
l-Wild, C.B C.M.G 
\ir Ministr from 1921 te 


Y COMMISSION, 

ted its taking 
continu to sit in London 
its report. This report Is 
iovernment before the end 


It ry essential that all Policy Holders should 
VaARSATIONS pen Be eel tae fects Property is generally very inadequatel; 
in 4 oy I s irers suffer ordingly. DEBENHAM STORR & SONS 
_y- ae «ened ent Gal an | the weil known chattel valuers 
(LIMITED), : ‘ ~ t + er 00 I Ave a of expert Valuers, and will 


ind auctioneers ed 
be glad to advise those desiring v 


furniture, works of art, bric-A-brac a 
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(Continued from p. 16.) 
CHANCERY CAUSES FOR 
TRIAL OR HEARING. 
Set down to September 30th, 1925 
sefore Mr. Justice Romer. 
Causes for Trial (Without 
Witnesses) and Adjourned 

Summonses. 
Re Jessee’s Will Trusts 
Trustee v Carter 
Frost, dec Frost v Frost 
Reaux & Satchfield’s Contract 
The Vend vr and Pur hasetr 
Act, IS74 
Re Hawkins, de 
Hawkins 
Re Coleman, dec 
Butcher 
Watkins, dec 
Chambers 
Shepherd, dec 
Governors of St 
Hospita 
Hardy, dec 
Re Gilchrist’s Will Trusts 
v. Attorney-Gen. 
Foulis Construction Supply Co v 
South Devon Granite Co Id 
Re MA Thorn Batkin v Batkin 
Re Turner, dec Turner v Turner 
Re Clive, dec & re Berger, de 
Public Trustee v Sickel 
Re Dickinson, dec 
Bank Id v Roberts 
Re Whitrod, dec Burrows v Base 
Re Gilbert, dec Hulme v Gilbert 
Re Miller Miller v Miller 
te Grant, dec Bryden v Grant 
te Bradley’s Will Trust & re 
Trustee Act, 1893 
te Macey Macey v Macey 
Re Constantine Willan vy Con- 
stantine 
Re Barker Barker v Barker 
Re Benmore Abell v Evans 
Re Hickling Hickling v Hickling 
Hood-Barrs * Frampton, Knight 
& Clayton 
Re Hickman Cook v Hickman 
Re Bingham Bingham v Moxon 
The Metropolitan Water Board v 
The Minister of Transport 
Re Harris Klaw v Barclays Bank 
Re Randall Randall v Jone 
Re Green Heyes v Carden 
COMPANTES (WINDING-UP) 
AND CHANCERY DIVISION. 


Companies (Winding-up). 


Public 


Field v 


Watkins v 


Hardy v Carr 


Petitions (to wind up). 

Alliance Bank of Simla Id (petn 

f L W Warlow- Harry—ordered 
on May 6, 1924, tos.o, generally) 

Robert Young’s Construction Co 
Id (petn of London Asph ilte Co 
ld—s.o. from Jan 20, 1925 
liberty to apply to restore) 

T W Heath (Public Works) Id 
(petn of Atlas Stone Co ld—s.o. 
from July 28, 1925, to Oct. 13, 
1925) 

Benjamin Priest & Sons Id (petn 
of H.M. Attorney-Gen.—s.o. 
from July 28, 1925, to Oct. 19, 
1925—retained by Mr. Justice 
Eve) 

Hackett Bros ld (petn of HM 
Attorney-Gen—s.o. from July 
28, 1925, to Oct 19, 1925— 
retained by Mr Justice Eve) 

Investment & Conversion Trust 
Id (petn of Northern Explora 
tion Co ld—s.o. from July 14, 
1925, to Oct 13, 1925—to be 
mentioned—retained by Mr 

Justice Eve) 


Thompson & Powell Id (petn of 


W C Jones—ordered on July 28 
tk 


13.0, generally 


Townend v 


Cecil v The 


Bartholomew's 


Hodge 


West minster 


Albert E 


Incorporated Anglo-Roumanian 
Industries Id (petn of Rollit, 
Sons & Compston) 

W J Rider & Co Id (petn of 
Criterion Plates, Papers, Films 
Id) 
tiner, Sharp & Co ld (petn of 
Hall & Earl, a firm) 

Walton Mere Id (petn of H J 
White) 

T C ld (petn of Dormeuil Freres, 
a firm) 

Hadtield’s Chemical 
(petn of E N Tribe) 

William Veale & Co Id (petn of 
Joseph Travers & Sons Id) 

South Kensington Club Co Id 
(petn of John Allnutt & Co Id 

M Walters & Co Id (petn of E & 
W Rose) 

Johnson, Barley & Co Id (petn of 
T G Willoughby) 

Albany Steam Navigation Co Id 
(petn of Hodges & Co Id) 

Sandra Confectionery Id (petn of 
Griggs & Son, a firm) 

British Portable Radio Id (petn of 
Marconiphone Co Id) 

Financial 
May's 


Works Id 


Trust Id 
“Advertising 


Grosvenor 
(petn of 
Agency Id) 

E S Co Id (petn of Sterling Tele 
phone & Electric Co Id) 

Madame Reed Id (petn of Deben 
hams Id) 

Herbert Miles (Industries) Id 
(petn of May’s Advertising 
Agency Id) 

F Stanley & Co Id (petn of M 
Stank Vy) 

Klyders Id (petn of A Pappen 
heimer, trading as Max Emanuel 
« Co) 

Anglo-Continental Bakery & 
Supplies Co ld (petn of Danish 
Bacon & Co-operative Trading 
Co Id) 

Grant Richards Id (petn of F 


Harris) 

Norman Wright ld (petn = of 
Direct Photo Engraving Co 
Id) 


Bambroom Id (petn of John 
Horn (London) Id) 

Murphy Trading Co Id (petn of 
Hambros Bank Id) 

Tivoli Palace Id (petn of H 
Watkins) 

Cedos Engineering Co Id (petn 
of Dunlop Rubber Co Id) 

Vernon Mills (1920) ld (petn of 
EK K Sidebottom) Manchester 
District Registry 

Niblett (Produce) Id 
J F Adair & Co) 

Cameraphone Co Id (petn of 
Johns Son & Watts Id) 

Kaye Bros Id (petn of Doree 
Leventhal) 

T H Wilburn Id (petn of E Payne) 

Quickways ld (petn of Eclipse 
Novelties Id) 

Whiting Id (petn of H M Attorney- 
Gen) 

sritish Automobile Co Id (petn 
of H M Attorney-Gen 

WG Stuckey & Co Id (petn of 
J H Shaw) 


(petn of 


( hapman Id 
of Hunt Bros & Co Id) 
Thriding’s Agencies Id (petn of 
Butcher's Film Service Id) 
L’Alliance des Tailleurs Anglo 
Francais Id (petn of Vincent 

& Goodrich, a firm) 


& A Ivory Id (petn of Mrs B 


(petn 


E Ivory) 





Collett’s Publicity Service Id 
(petn of Allied Newspapers Id 
& anr) 

Smyrna Bank ld (petn of Russell, 
Harris & Co) 

CHANCERY PETITIONS 

Mann, Byars & Co Id & reduced 
(to confirm reduction of capital 

ordered on Nov 18 1924 to 
stand over generally—liberty 
to restore) ; ; 

Tarapaca Water Works Co ld & 
reduced (to contirm reduction 
of capital) 

Howse, Mead & Sons ld & reduced 
(same) 

Martinsyde Id (to sanction Scheme 
of Arrangement—ordered on 
July 26 1921 to stand over 
generally) 

South Brazilian Rys Co ld 
stand over from June 23 1925 
to Jan 12 1926—(to be men 
tioned) 

Brunner, Mond & Co Id (to 
confirm alteration of object 


COMPANIES (WINDING UP 
MOTIONS 


John Dawson & Co (Newcastk 
on-Tyne) Id (stand over gener lly 
by consent) 

S Jacobs & Co Id (ordered on 
March 15 1921 to stand over 
generally) 

H C Motor Co Id (ordered on 
July 5 1921 to stand over 
prem rally) 


ADJOURNED SUMMONSES 
COMPANIES (WINDING UP) 


Vanden Plas (England) ld (with 
parties to apply to 
fix day for hearing—retained by 
Mr. Justice Astbury) ; 
Fairbanks Geld Mining Co ld 
(ordered on July 26 1921 to 
stand over generally) 

Blisland (Cornwall) China Clay 
Co Id (ordered on Dx 16 1921 
to stand over generally 

Atkey (London) Id (ordered on 
Jan 22 1924 to stand over 
ge nerally ) 

Joint Stock Trust & Finance 
Corpn Id (ordered on Nov I1 
1924 to stand over generally) 

Direct Fish Supplies Id (appln of 
H E Warner) rdered = on 
Feb 3 1925 to stand over 
generally) 

Plaret Arcturus Gold Mines Id 
(ordered on March 31 1925 
to stand over generally 
liberty to restore) 

London County Commercial Rein 
surance Office ld (with witnesse 

Same 

Overseas Marine Insee Co Id 

Burnet & Temple ld (with wit 

Blooms Id 

Same 

Alexander Stewart & Son of 
Dundee Id 

Essex Union Insce Co ld (with 


witnesses) 


witnesses 


Same (with witnesse 
CHANCERY DIVISION 


French South African Develop 
ment Cold Partridge v French 
South African Development Co 
ld (ordered on April 2 1914 to 
stand over generally pending 
trial of action in King’s Bench 
Division) 

tconomic Building Corpn Id (with 
witnesses) (ordered on July 3 
19283 to stand over generally 





Economic Building Corpn Id 
(ordered on July 3 1923 to 
stand over generally) 

Dogliani Dawson & Cold Anderson 
vy Dogliani Dawson & Co ld 


with witnesses 


Before Mr. Just 
Retained Causes for Trial. 
(With witnesses), 

Re J H_ Boydell, Boydell v 
Boydell pt. hd (s.o for amend 
ment of pldgs) 

Iles v Iles pt hd s.o.g 

Hopkins v Vincent 

Petitions 

Re M Briant Wallis v 
(pt hd) (s.0.) 

Re Nikola Tesla Letters Patent 
& Re Patents & Designs Act 
(Fixed Oct 13) 

Further Considerations 
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